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By Mr. ANGELLf 
H. R. 2114. A bill to amend title I of Public 

Law No.2, Seventy-third Congress, March 20, 
1933, and the Veterans Regulations to pro­
vide for rehabilitation of disabled veterans, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
World :War Veterans' Legislation. 

By Mr. McGEHEE: 
H. R. 2115. A bill to amend the District of · 

Columbia Unemployment Compensation Act 
to provide for unemployment compensation 
in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the District 
o.f Columbia. 

By Mr. RANDOLPH: 
H. R. 2116. A bill to amend the laws .of the 

District of Columbia relating to exemption 
of property from judicial process, the assign­
ment of salary or wages, and the advance 
payment of salary or wages for the purpose 
of preventing attachment or garnishment; 
to the Committee on the District of Co-
lumbia. · 

By Mr. REES of Kansas: 
H. R. 2117. A bill to establish a war cabinet 

and to define the jurisdiction and authority 
thereof; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By . Mr. PRIEST: 
H. R. 2118. A bill to provide for universal 

service and total mobilization during any war 
in which the United States is now engaged; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POULSON: 
H. R. 2119. A bill to provide for the promo­

tion of officers on the retired list of the Army 
after specified years of service on active duty; 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DIMOND: 
H. R. 2120. A bill to amend section 9 of 

the act of Congress approved August 24, 1912 
(37 Stat. 514); to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

By Mr. PLOESER: 
H. J. Res. 90. Joint re·solution to provide 

for an investigation and study by the Fed­
eral Trade Commission of plans and prob­
lems with respect to the effective post-war 
operation "' of our economic system; to th~ 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com· 
merce. 

By Mr. LUDLOW: _ 
H. J. Res. 91. Joint resolution to create a 

committee of peace aims; to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. COLMER: 
H. Res.151. Resolution to create a special 

committee on post-war economic policy and 
planning; to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. DONDERO: 
H. Res. 152. Resolution to investigate cur­

tailment of Government publications; to the 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. BLAND: 
H. Res. 153. Resolution providing addi· 

tional compensation for chief pages of the 
House; to the Committee on Accounts. 

MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of rule XXII, memorials 
were presented and referred, as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legis­
lature of · the State of Colorado, memorializ­
ing the President and the Congress of the 
United States to amend the Social Security 
Act to permit old-age pensioners to perform 
casual labor; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Wyoming, memorializing the Presi­
dent and the Congress of the United States 
to extend the time for which Montana, 
Wyoming, and North Dakota may negotiate 
and enter into a compact or agreement for 
division of the waters of the Yellowstone 
River to June 1, 1947; to the Committee on 
Irrigation and Reclamation. 

Also, memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of North Carolina, memorializing th.e 

President and the Congress of the United 
States favoring the passage of House bill 997 
and Senate bill 216; to' the Committee on 

.Military Affairs. 
Also, memorial of the Legislature of the. 

State of Utah, memorializing the President 
and the Congress of the United States relat­
ing. to its waters and the use thereof by the 
adjoining States and the United States; to 
the Committee on Irrigation and Reclama­
tion. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

230. By Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON: Peti­
tion of Miss A. Campbell, of Hillsboro, Tex., 
favoring House Resolution No. 123; to the 
Committee on Labor. 

231. By Mr. LECOMPTE: Resolution of Lo­
cal No. 1116, United Electrical, Radio, and 
Machine Workers of America, opposing the 
Hobbs antiracketeering bill; to the Commit­
tee on the Judiciary. 

232. By Mr. SULLIVAN: Memorial of the 
Legislature of Nevada, regarding statehood 
for the Territory of Alaska; to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

233. By Mr. WHITE: Senate Joint Memo­
rial No. 6, of the Idaho State Legislature; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

234. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives, United 
States of America, State of Washington Leg­
islature, petitioning consideration of their 
resolution with reference to House bill 997 
and Senate bill 216; to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

235. By Mr. BARRETT: Memorial of the 
Twenty-seventh Legislature of the State of 
Wyoming, memorializing the Congress of the 
United States of America to extend the time 
within which the States of Montana, Wyo­
ming, and North Dakota may negotiate and 
enter into a compact or agreement for divi­
sion of the waters of the Yellowstone River 
to June 1, 1947; to the Committee on Irriga­
tion and Reclamation. 

SENATE 
TuESDAY, MARCH 9, 1943 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Eternal God, who putteth down the 
mighty from their seat and exalteth the 
humble and the meek, Thy providence 
has led us as a nation across stern and 
stormy years to the very vestibule of des­
tiny. In spite of our own shortcomings, 
which we confess with contrition, in this 
hour of world crisis Thou hast sum­
moned us as trustees of civilization to 
defend the heritage of the ages and to 
help create institutions essential to hu­
man progress. 

More and more may our strength be 
dedicated to the fulfillment of the an­
cient commission now put into our hands, 
to bind up the brokenhearted, to pro­
claim liberty to the captive and the open­
ing of prison doors to them that are 
bound, to build the old wastes, to repair 
the ruined cities and the desolation of 
many generations. Forbid that our 
favored land throned in richness be­
tween the seas should in such an hour be 
tempted to ask "Who is to be the greatest 
in the coming kingdom of humanity?" 

May she be the -greatest as she becomes 
the servant of all. 

We ask it in the name of that bne 
who for the joy that was set before Him 
despised the shame and endured the 
cross. Amen. · 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. HILL, and by unani• 
mous consent, the reading of .the Journal 
of the proceedings of Friday, March 5, 
1943, was dispensed with, and the Jour­
nal was approved. 

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT­
.APPROVAL OF BILLS 

Messages in writing from the President 
of the United States were communicated 
to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one of his 
secretaries, who also announced that on 
March 6, 1943, the President had ap­
proved and signed the following acts: 

S. 158. An act to amend the Communica­
tions Act of 1934, as amended, to permit con­
solidations and mergers of domestic tele­
graph carriers, and for other purposes; 

S. 621. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy to grant to the city of San Diego 
for street purposes a parcel of land situated 
in the city of San Diego and State of Cal­
ifornia; _ 

S. 641. An act to amend section 6 of the 
Pay Readjustment Act of 1942 relating to the 
payment of rental allowances to certain of• 
ficers; and 

S. 739. An act to amend the act entitled 
"An act to authorize the attendance of per­
sonnel of the Army of the United States as 
students at educational institutions and 
other places." 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE 

A message from the House of Repre­
sentatives, by Mr. Taylor, its enrolling 
clerk, announced that the House had dis..; 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate 
to the bill <H. R. 133) to amend and 
clarify certain provisions of law relating 
to functions of the War Shipping Ad4, 
ministration, and for other purposes:: 
asked a conference with the Senate on 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
thereon, and Mr. BLAND, Mr. RAMSPECK, 
Mr. MANSFIELD of Texas, Mr. WELCH, and 
Mr. O'BRIEN of New York were appointed 
managers on the part of the House at the 
conference. 

The message also announced that the 
House had passed a bill <H. R. 2068) . 
making additional appropriations for. 
the Navy Department and the naval serv~ 
ice for the fiscal year ending June 3(), 
1943, and for other purposes, in which 
it requested the concurrence of the 
Senate. 

DEATH OF PVT. MAX E. McCLELLAN 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I rise 
to call the attention of the Senate 
to the fact that the junior Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. McCLELLAN] has 
just received a message from North 
Africa advising him of the death of his 
son, Max E. McClellan, a private soldier 
in the Army of the United States, who 
volunteered for service to his country~ 
I am sure that I speak the sentiments 
of all Senators, and all the friends and 
acquaintances of Senator McCLELLAN, 
when I say that we deeply sympathize 
with him in his great loss. I need not 
say that we are all deeply affected by the 
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sacrifice made by the Senator's son in 
behalf of his country in that far off 
land. 

Mr. President, I felt that under these 
sad circumstances I should like to say 
this much, and I am sure I speak the 
sentiments of all Members of the Senate 
in expressing our profound grief over the 
sad news which has come to our friend 
the Senator from Arkansas. 

CAPT. CLYDE E. HERRING 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi­
dent, in connection with what the Sena­
tor from Kentucky has said, I am sure 
that every friend of former Senator Her­
ring, of Iowa, noted with profound regret 
the statement in the newspaper this 
morning that news·had come to Mr. Her­
ring that his son, a captain in the Amer­
ican expeditionary forces abroad, had 
been reported missing in action. Every 
Member of this body, particularly those 
of us who served here with Senator Her­
ring, ·have learned with very deep regret 
that this outstanding young man, for.:. 
merly a captain in the Iowa National 
Guard, has been reported missing in ac­
tion. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I wish 
to say that I share the feeling the Senator 
from Missouri has expressed. I had not 
heard about former Senator Herring's 
son, or I would have mentioned him in 
connection with what I said regarding 
the death of young Mr. McClellan. I ap­
preciate the Senator from Missouri bring­
ing the matter to our attention. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am sure the 
Senator would have mentioned the news 
about young Captain Herring if he had 
heard the report. 
AMENDMENT OF ORGANIC LAW OF 

PUERTO RICO-ELEC'riON OF GOV­
ERNOR 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following message from the 
President of the United States, which 
was read by the legislative clerk and 
referred to the Committee on Territories 
and Insular Affairs: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Several months ago the Governor of 

Puerto Rico recommended that the or­
ganic law of Puerto Rico be amended so 
as to permit the people of Puerto Rico to 
elect their own Governor. This recom­
mendation was brought to me by the 
Secretary of the Interior with his ap.­
proval. The Governor's suggestion has 
been under consideration since that 
time. 

It has long been the policy of the Gov­
ernment of the United States progres­
sively to reinforce the machinery of self-· 
government in its Territories and island 
possessions. 

Puerto Rico has universal suffrage and 
an elective legislature which considers 
and enacts measures governing its in­
ternal affairs. Laws enacted by its leg­
islature, however, including laws of 
purely local concern, have been subject 
to approval or disapproval by Governors 
appointed by the President with the ad­
vice and consent of the Senate of the 
United States. 

In accordance with the general policy 
of this Government, I recommend to the 

Congress that it consider as soon as pos­
sible an amendment of the organic law 
of Puerto Rico to permit the people of 
Puerto Rico to elect their own Governor, 
and to redefine the functio~s and powers 
of the Federal Government and the gov­
ernment of Puerto Rico, respectively. 

I have appointed a committee com­
posed of an equal number of Puerto 
Ricans and of continental residents to 
advise me concerning changes in the 
organic law. 

The recommendations of this commit­
tee will be promptly submitted to the 
Congress for its consideration. 

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 
The WHITE HOUSE, March 9, 1943. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I think 
the President's recommendation is 
worthy of the consideration of .the Sen­
ate and I believe that every desire of 
the' Puerto Ricans which is reasonably 
possible of attainment should always be 
considered by this body. However, I can­
not escape the belief that the. proposal 
referred to in the message is not going 
to solve the Puerto Rican problem. I 
think it might be well for the Congress 
to begin approaching the inevitable 
right now, which, in my judgment, would 
be to give Puerto Rico her independence~ 
retaining for ourselves such naval and 
military bases as are essential, and 
granting PUerto Rico for a period of time 
certain trade preferences in this country 
equal to those she now enjoys, which 
would permit her to readjust her in­
ternal and external economy to suit the 
changed condition. 

Puerto Rico was won by the United 
States by conquest. Its people never 
agreed by any sort of plebiscite to ·be­
come a part of this country; and I should 
like to see the Puerto Ricans given their 
freedom, the right to determine in full 
their own destiny, subject always, of 
course to the retention, with their con­
sent, df military and naval bases on the 
island of Puerto Rico, for their protec­
tion as well as ours, and to give them 
such help as we could' in order to make 
possible the transition from a state of 
dependence to a state of independence, 
as we have done in the case of the Phil­
ippine Islands. I should like to see the 
Puerto Ricans ask for th:1t; I should like 
to see them go the whole l€ngth rather 
than merely to ask to elect their own 
Governor. I believe if such a course is 
taken, an end to the Puerto Rican prob­
lem will be reached, and until such a 
course is taken we will face a perpetual 
and never-solved problem pending con­
tinually before the Congress of the 
United States as well as with the Puerto 
Rican people. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Under authority of the order of the 
5th instant, . 

During the last adjournment of the 
Senate the Vice President signed the en­
rolled bill <H. R. 839) to amend the act 
approved May 27, 1937 (ch. 269, 50 Stat. 
208), by providing substitute and addi­
tional authority for the prevention of 
speculation in lands of the Columbia 
Basin project, and substitute and addi­
tional authority related to the settle­
ment and development of the project, 

and for other purposes, which had been 
signed previously by the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives. 

COLUMBIA HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN 

The VICE PRESIDENT reappointed 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. RAD­
CLIFFE] a director of the Columbia Hos­
pital for Women for the Seventy-eighth 
Congress. 
COLUMBIA INSTITUTION FOR THE DEAF 

The VICE PRESIDENT reappointed 
the Senator from Utah [Mr. THOMAS] a 
director of the Columbia Institution for 
the Deaf for the Seventy-eighth Con­
gress. 
CLARIFICATION OF FUNCTIONS OF WAR 

SHIPPING ADMINISTRATION 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a message from the House of 
Representatives announcing its disa­
greement to the amendments of the Sen­
ate to the bill (H. R. 133) to amend and 
clarify certain provisions of law relating 
to functions of the War Shipping Admin­
istration, and for other purposes, and 
requesting a conference with the Senate 
on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses-thereon. 

Mr. BAILEY. I move that the Senate 
insist upon its amendments, agree to the 
request of the House for a conference, 
and that the Chair appoint the confer­
ees on the part of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; ·and the 
Vice President app<;>inted Mr. BAILEY, Mr. 
RADCLIFFE, and Mr. McNARY conferees on 
the part of the Senate. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid .before the 
Senate the following letters, which were 
referred as indicated: 
PROVISION RELATING TO BOARD OF INVESTIGA­

TION . AND RESEARCH-TRANSPORTATION (S. 

Doc. No. 17) 
A communication from the President of the 

United States, transmitting draft of a pro­
posed provision relating to an existing appro­
priation for the Board of Investigation and 
Research-Transportation, fiscal year 1943 
(with an accompanying paper); to the Com­
mittee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION OF ALIENS 

A letter from the Attorney General trans­
mitting, pursuant to law, a report stating the 
facts and pertinent provisions of law in the 
cases of 431 aliens whose deportation has 
been suspende9. for more than 6 months 
under authorit y vested in the Attorney Gen­
eral, together with a statement of the rea­
sons for such suspension (with an accom­
panying report); to the Committee on 
Immigration. 
REPORT ON PERSONNEL OF THE LAND FORCES 

A letter from the Secret ary of War, sub­
mitting, pursuant to law, a confidential re­
port of the number of men in active training 
and service in the land forces on January 31, 
1943, under the Select ive Training and Service 
Act of 1940; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

REPORT OF UNITED STATES EMPLOYEES' 
COMPENSATION COMMISSION 

A letter from the secretary of the United 
States Employees' Compensation Commis­
sion, transmitting, pursuant to law, the an­
nual report of the Commission for the fiscal 
year ended June 30, 1942 (with an accom­
panying report); to the Committee on Edu­
cation and Labor. 

• 
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PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 

Petitions, etc., were laid before the 
Senate, or presented, and referred as 
indicated: 

By the VICE PRESIDENT: 
Petitions of sundry citizens of Fort Bragg 

and Fayetteville, N.C., praying for the enact­
ment of legislation to prohibit liquor sales in 
the vicinity of military camps and naval 
establishments; to the Committee on Mili­
tary Affairs. 

A letter in the nature of a memorial from 
Local Union No.9, Minneapolis city and coun­
ty employees, Minneapolis, 'Minn., remon­
strating against the enactment of legislation 
to require Senate confirmation of appointees 
to Federal positions with compensation of 
$4,500 per annum or more; to the Commit­
tee on the Judiciary. 

A letter in the nature of a memorial from 
the Washington State Department of Social 
Security Employees, Pierce County, Tacoma, 
Wash., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation to require Senate confirmation 
of appointees to Federal positions with com­
pensation of $4,500 per annum or more; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. CAPPER: 
A petition of sundry citizens of Kansas 

City, Kans., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to prohibit liquor sales and to 
suppress vice in the vicinity of military 
camps and Naval Establishments; to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Utah: 
A memorial of the Legislature of the State 

of Utah; to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation: 

"Senate Joint Resolution 1 
"A joint resolution memorializing Congress 

respecting the policy of the State of Utah 
relating to its waters and the use thereof 
by the adjoining States and the United 
States 
"Be it resolved by the Legislature of the 

State of Utah (the Governor concurring 
therein): 

"Whereas in the State of Utah there are 
rights of _immense proportion which have 
been acquired in reliance upon State laws 
governing the use of water, and there are 
many enterprises awaiting development, 
which is possible only through the use of 
water; and 

"Whereas differences of opinion have arisen 
regarding the respective rights and powers 
of the Federal and State Governments to 
control and administer the use of waters 
within the several States, with the result 
that the stability of existing property rights 
and the future development of the water re­
sources of this State are threatened, and 
doubt is cast upon the authority of this State 
to exercise control over such use; and 

"Whereas in order to remove all causes, 
present and future, which might lead to liti­
gation, the welfare of this State requires 
that action be taken to insure interstate 
comity in the use of water, and to promote 
joint action by the States and the United 
States in the etncient use of water and the 
control of floodwaters to the end that liti­
gation be avoided and the use and control 
of water be continued in the manner and 
under the laws as heretofore exercised: Now, 
therefore, be it 

"Resolved by the senate and house of rep­
resentatives in session assembled (the Gov­
ernor concurring therein) , That it is the 
policy of this State of Utah to maintain its 
jurisdiction and control over the rights to 
the use of the waters in this State, and to 
protect such rights as have been establish~d 
under the laws thereof; be it further 

"Resolved, That it is the policy of this 
State to protect rights to the beneficial use 

of water within this State as against threat­
ened uses outside of the State; be it further 

"Resolved, That it is the policy of this· 
State to promote harmonious relations with 
the United States and with other States in 
respect to the beneficial use of water, and to 
encourage the making of compacts with re­
spect to such relationship; be it further 

"Resolved, That the secretary of state for­
ward copies of this memorial to the President 
of the United States, the Vice President of 
the United States, the Speaker of the Hvuse 
of Representatives of the United States, Sen­
ators, and Representatives from the State 
of Utah, and the Governors of the States of 
Idaho, Wyoming, Colorado, Arizona, New 
Mexico, and Nevada." 

(The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a memorial identical with the fore­
going, which was referred to the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation.) 

By Mr. MILLIKIN: 
A joint memorial of the Legislature of the 

State of Colorado; to the Committee on Agri­
culture and Forestry: 

"House Joint Memorial 2 
"To the Secretary of Agriculture of the United 

States of America and the Members of the 
Seventy-eighth Congress, first session: 

"Whereas the Congress of the United States 
enacted Public Law No. 674 as an amendment 
to the commodity credit provision permit­
ting the sale of 125,000,000 bushels of wheat, 
etc., approved July 22, 1942; and 

"Whereas the available evidence indicates 
Colorado farmers have greatly increased their 
inventory numbers of livestock and poultry, 
1n accordance with an appeal from Federal 
officials necessitated by the need for foodstuffs 
to be used in the war effort; and 

"Whereas there exists an ample supply of 
wheat in storage in the United States, and the 
125,000,000 bushels of wheat authorized to be 
sold, have been sold and no more of such 
wheat is available for feeding the augmented 
number of livestock and poultry in the State 
of Colorado, and such wheat for feeding pur­
poses is sorely needed: Now, therefore, be it 

"Resolved by the House of Representatives 
of the ·Thirty-fourth General Assembly of the 
State of Colorado (the Senate concurring 
herein), That the Congress of the United 
States is hereby respectfully memorialized 
and urged to authorize and empower the 
Secretary of Agriculture to arrange for the 
sale of additional wheat to the producers of 
livestock and poultry in the United States in 
such amounts as to alleviate the present pro­
tein feed shortage which has become an emer­
gency threatening the supplies of foodstuffs 
now vital to the furtherance of the national 
war effort; and be it further 

"Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be 
forwarded to the Secretary of Agriculture 
of the United States and to each of the Sena­
tors and Representatives in Congress from 
the State of Colorado." 

A joint memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Colorado; to the Committee on 
Finance: 

"House Joint Memorial 3 
"Joint memorial memorializing the Congress 

of the United States to amend the Social 
Security Act to permit old-age pensioners 
to perform casual labor 
"Whereas our American people, collectively 

as a nation, are waging the greatest all-out 
contest of all time; and 

"Whereas the able-bodied manhood of 
America is either under arms or engaged in 
producing the sinews of war; and 

''Whereas this has resulted in an acute 
labor shortage, threatening curtailment of 
the vital food supplies of our Nation, and in­
creasing the costs of living; and 

"Whereas it is next to impossible for old­
age pensioners to live on what they are now 
receiving; and 

"Whereas they desire as patriotic American 
citizens to do their part by contributing to 
this great war effort to the best of their abll.;. 
ities: Now, therefore, be it 

"Resolved by the House of Representatives 
of the Thirty-fourth General Assembly of the 
State of Colorado (the senate concurring 
herein), That the Congress of the United 
States be, and it is hereby memorialized, to 
amend, or at least suspend for the duration 
of the war and a reasonable time thereafter, 
the present restrictions 1n the Social Security 
Act to the end that any person who receives 
or is eligible to receive old-age assistance 
shall be permitted to do and perform odd 
jobs of labor, caretaking, and similar classes 
o,f casual work not in the general course of a 
trade or business, at such rates of pay com­
mensurate with their abilities to perform 
the same, but in any event, in an amount 
not to exceed $25 in any 1 month without 
being penalized therefor; and be it further 

"Resolved, That a copy of this memorial be 
transmitted to the President of the United 
States, to the Vice President of the United 
States, to the Speaker of the House of Repre­
sentatives of CongreEs, and to our congres­
sional representatives in the Congress of the 
United States." 

(The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate a memorial identical with the fore­
going, which was referred to the Committee 
on Finance.) 

By Mr. O'MAHONEY (for himself and 
Mr. ROBERTSON) : 

A joint memorial of the Legislature of 
the State of Wyoming; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary: 

"Enrolled Joint Memorial! 
"Joint memorial memorializing the Con­

gress of the United States of America to 
enact legislation relating to reviews by 
United States district courts of decisions of 
Federal boards, commissions, and other 
agencies of the United States 
"Whereas the heads of departments, inde­

pendent establishments, boards, commis­
sions, and other agencies of the United 
States, with the approval of the President of 
the United States, are vested with various 
and divers judicial powers over the life, lib­
erty, and property of the people of the several 
States; and 

"Whereas many of the decisions of said 
commissions and other agencies of the 
United States are arbitrary, capricious, and 
result in the taking of property without due 
process of law; and 

"Whereas in most instances the decisions 
of these men are reviewed by the heads of 
the several departments of government and 
from their decisions no appeals can be taken 
to a court ot competent jurisdiction; and 

"Whereas the said Federal boards, commis­
sions, and other agencies of the United States 
frequently disregard the law and the facts 
and arrive at arbitrary and capricious deci­
sions: Now, therefore, be it 

"Resolved by the senate (with the house 
of representatives concurring), That the Con­
gress of the United States be, and it is here­
by, memorjalized to enact legislation permit­
ting appeals to be taken from the decisions 
of all boards, commissions, and other agen­
cies of the United States to the United States 
district court in the district Wherein the con­
troversy arises, for' hearing de novo upon the 
issues of law and fact; and be it further 

"Resolved, That copies of this memorial be 
sent to the President of the United States 
Senate, the Speaker of the House of Repre­
sentatives, and to United States Senators Jo­
SEPH C. O'MAHONEY and E. V. ROBERTSON, anti 
to Representative FRANK A. BARRETT." 
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. A joint memorial of the Legislature of the 
State of Wyoming; to the Committee on Irri­
gation and Reclamation: 

"Enrolled Joint Memorial 2 
"'Joint memorial memorializing the Congress 

of the United States of America to extend 
the time within which the States of Mon­
tana, Wyoming, and North Dakota may ne­
gotiate and enter into a compact or agree­
ment for division of the waters of the Yel­
lowstone River to June 1, 1947 
"Whereas the Congress of the United States 

by the act of Congress approved August 2, 
1937 (50 Stat. 551), as amended by the act of 
Congress approved June 15, 1940 (Public, No. 
632, 76th Cong., 3d sess.), has granted au­
thority to the States of Montana, Wyoming, 
and North Dakota to negotiate and enter 
into a compact or agreement for division of 
the waters of the Yellowstone River; and 

"Whereas said States have diligently en­
deavored to negotiate such a compact, have 
appointed commissioners for that purpose 
and the commissioners did negotiate a tenta­
tive compact, which said compact was not 
approved by the legislatures of said States; 
and 

"Whereas said States desire to continue 
such negotiations: Now, therefore, be it 

"Resolved by the senate (with the house of 
representatives concurring), That the Con­
gress of the United States be, and it is hereby, 
memorialized to enact suitable legislation 
for the purpose of extending the authority 
granted by the act of Congress approved Au­
gust 2, 1937 (50 Stat. 551), as amended by the 
act of Congress approved June 15, 1940 (PUb­
lic, No. 632, 76th Cong., 3d sess.), to June 1, 
1947; and be it further 

"Resolved, That copies of this memorial be 
sent to the President of the United States 
Senate, the Speaker of the House of Repre­
sentatives, and to the United States Sena­
tors JosEPH C. O'MAHONEY and E. V. RoBERT· 
soN, and to Representative FRANK A. 
BARRETT." 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: 
A memorial of the House of Representa­

tives of the State of Missouri; to the Com­
mittee on Finance: 

Memorial to the Congress of the United 
States: 

"Whereas the Sixty-second General Assem­
bly of Missouri is now convened in regular 
session; and 

"Whereas this body experiences much dif· 
ficulty in the execution of the Social Secur­
ity laws of our State when drawn in con­
formity with the Federal Social Security Act; 
and 

"Whereas much confusion and dissatisfac­
tion is evidenced on the part of recipients 
and charges of unfairness and discrimination 
are rumored, thus casting many reflections 
upon the officers in charge of the Social Se­
curity operations in each county organized 
under said Social Security Act; and 

"Whereas we feel that the fundamental 
principle of any democracy is vested in the 
voice of the people; and 

"Whereas we believe the strongest counter­
acting force of political evil is public resent­
ment when based upon the opinion of a well 
informed constituency; and 

"Whereas we feel that exacting ,of burden­
some taxes by any group of appointive offl.­
cials only to be disbursed also by a like group 
of appointive officials with the taxpayer be­
ing deprived of the right to know who is the 
beneficiary, one bold step has been made in 
defiance of the principles of democracy and 
the American way of life which is the goal 
for which the greatest war in history is being 
waged; we therefore memorialiZe the Con­
gress of the United States to amend the Fed­
eral Social Security Act to the effect that any 
citizen in any county in any State thus or­
ganized under the Federal Social Security Act 

may be informed upon request made to his 
local Social Security Board of the names of 
a.ny recipients in any branch of the Social 
Security Department and the respective 
amounts of money each is receiving, or has 
received during the past year, and to liberal­
ize the Social Security Act so as to remove 
the many limitations and conditi9ns placed 
upon the states before they may obtain Fed­
eral funds, also to allow the States and local 
boards to exercise greater authority in the 
administration and payment of assistance to 
the needy." 

A resolution of the Senate of the State of 
Missouri; to the Committee on Military 
Affairs: 

"Senate Resolution 26 
"Whereas many Missouri communities are 

faced with dfre economic distress and virtual 
abandonment due to the failure of national 
governmental agencies to use the natural 
resources and manpower of great areas of 
our State in the war program to the end 
that our population and economy be stabi­
lized; providing employment near the homes 
of our people and thereby preventing the 
current migration of our population to the 
metropolitan areas where they are now being 
drawn by lucrative positions in war plants 
concentrated in those areas; and 

"Whereas there are no governmental in-
, stallations in the whole northern section of 

the State of Missouri and only four in the 
southern section, thereby leaving an area 
greater than that of any of the New England 
States with ·the exception of Maine, and 
having a population greater than that of at 
least four States in the Union without any 
governmental. installation of any kind; and 

"Whereas such Government contracts and 
installations in the war program in the State 
of Missouri have been concentrated in the 
metropolitan areas of St. Louis and Kansas 
City, the sk1lled labor from these inland sec­
tions has been taken from our communities 
and farms to live in crowded and less whole­
some environmental conditions causing ac­
knowledged housing shortages and because 
of such concentrations resulting in increased 
living costs and the needfess disruption of 
homes, thereby increasing the social problems 
in these metropolitan areas; and 

"Whereas the facts disclose that by every 
comparison our sister States have been more 
favored than the State of Missouri as for 
example: 

"In the dollar valuation of war contracts 
per dollar of manufacturing activity in the 
States as of 1939 Kansas was awarded con­
tracts in the -amount of $16.39 for every 
dollar of manufacturing activity which she 
had before the war. Nebraska received con­
tracts equivalent to $6.38 for every previous 
dollar that she had in manufacturing before 
the war. Arkansas received $6.06. Okla­
homa received $G.02. But Missouri received 
contracts equivalent to only $2.91. 

"In the all-over value of war contracts thus 
far awarded the national per capita average 
is $710.85. Our sister to the west, Kansas, 
has received from a bounteous government 
in war contracts a per capita average of 
$1,083.21 as compared with a per capita aver­
age in Missouri with her two large cities 
included of $452.24. 

"As of September 30, 1943, war contracts 
had so changed the rank of our states in 
their relative manufacturing positions that 
we find Kansas advanced 15 places in the 
rank of manufacturing among the States. 

"Oklahoma has bettered her position 6 
places among t:ne 48 States, Arkansas and 
Nebraska likewise are in an improved rank 
and though Missouri has always been further 
advanced in manufacturing than any of these 
she has, during the same perjod, fallen from 
her former position ISO that she has lost 5 
places in her manufacturing rank with the 
other States; and 

"Whereas Missouri is unselfishly furnish­
ing her share of her youth to the Nation's 
armed forces and desires ·further to place her 
manpower and other resources to work in 
the war effort, and it seems incredible that 
such vast resources of men and natural ma­
terials cannot be employed within the area, 
not only to stabilize the present economy 
of the State but to provide a great employ­
ment opportunity for our young men in 
service when they return after victory; 
inasmuch as such installations could then 
be converted to peacetime operations as now 
planned in the sister States which have thus 
far been favored; and 

"Whereas it has been the enunciated policy 
of our National Government to provide every 
possible means of securing the production of 
war materiel with a minimum of disruption 
and dislocation of the family life, the foun­
dation of our democratic way, it then seems 
to us reasonable that more careful considera­
tion of sites, facilities, labor, and resources 
of this State should be given by the agencies 
of our Government in Washington charged 
with the 1·esponsibility of locating these 
essential war enterprises: Now, therefore, 
be it · 

"Resolved by the Senate of the Sixty­
second General Assembly of Missouri, That 
we call upon the elected representatives of 
the people of our State in the Senate and 
the House of Representatives of the Congress 
of the United States, and upon such other 
of our citizens in Washington as now hold 
offl.ces of high trust, upon our elected State 
officials, and upon the commercial and civio 
leaders of all sections of the State that they 
act in concerted unison to bri1;1g these facts 
and these conditions to the attention of the 
President of the United States and to all 
departments and agencies of the Government 
dealing with the problems of securing war 
materiel, the acquiring of facilities, the estab­
lishing of training bases and the installa· 
tion of war production units, to the end 
that the great State of Missouri may con­
tribute in larger measure to the war effort 
and that her people and her resources may be 
fully utilized in speeding our Nation's effort 
to victory; and be it further 

"Resolved, That certified copies of this 
resolution be placed in the hands of our 
representatives in Washington, our elective 
State officers and the appropriate depart­
mental, commercial, and civic executives as 
set forth above." 

ny Mr. BUSHFmLD: 
A concurrent resolution of the Legislature 

of the State of South Dakota; to the Com­
mittee on Finance: 

"House Concurrent Resolution No.7 
"Concurrent resolution memorializing the 

Congress of the United States to relieve all 
persons in active m111tary service of the 
United States from payment of income 
taxes or gross income taxes on their com­
pensation received from the Government 
for such service 
"Whereas the United States is now engaged 

in the prosecution of war activities on every 
continent and on the high seas in every cor­
ner of the globe against the totalitarian 
forces of Germany, Italy, Japan, and their 
satellites; and 

"Whereas several million American citizens 
are aiding the Nation in this titanic strug­
gle, by serving in the Army, Navy, Marine 
Corps, Coast Guard, and Public Health Serv­
ice detailed for duty with the Army or the 
Navy; and 

"Whereas thousands of such loyal and 
brave Americans have already lost their lives 
in this war, and those living w111 expose theirs 
to the risk of loss of life; and 

"Whereas it is difficult for members ·of the 
armed forces to devote full energy to the 
struggle at hand, if they are beset by finan-
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clal wM"ries .such as the payment of taxes, 
etc.; and 

"Whereas it would be fitting and proper 
that certain taxes such as net income taxes 
and gross inoome taxes imposed by the Fed­
eral Government and the various States and 
Territories of the United States and the politi­
cal subdivisions therepf not be required of 
such members of the armed for.ces: Now, 
therefore, be lt 

"Resolved by the Rouse .of Representatives 
of the State of South DalroUL {tlw senate 
concurring), That the Congress of the United 
States further amend the Soldiers' and Sail­
ors' Civil Relief Act by exempting all compen­
sation received by persons while on active 
duty as members of the Army of the United 
States, the United States Navy, the Marine 
Corps, the Coast Guard, and an officers of the 
Public Health Service detailed by proper au­
thority for duty either With the Army or the 
Navy from the payment of tneome taxes there­
of either net income or gross income, imposed 
under the authority of the laws of the United 
States or the laws of .any .other State or Terri­
tory or any public or any political .subdivi­
sion thereof; and be it further 

"ReSolved. That a oopy of these resolutions 
be transmitted to each Member of Congress 
from South Dakota, including both Senators 
and Representatives, and to the presiding 
officer of each branch of Congress with the 
request that this matter receive their most 
ea.!'nest consideration." 

(Tbe VICE PRESIDENT laid bef'Ore the 
Senate a concurrent resolution identical with 
the foregoing, which was referred to the Com­
mittee on Finance.) 

Two concurrent resoiutions .of the Legisla­
ture of the Sta<te of South Dakota; to the 
Committee -on Agriculture and Forestry; 

"Senate Concurrent Resolution -5 
"A concurrent resolution memorializing the 

Congress 'Of the United States; His Excel­
leney, the President of the United States; 
the Vice President of the United States; 
the honorable the Secretary of Agriculture 
of the United States; the Bureau of Ani­
mal Industry of the Department uf Agri­
culture of the United States, and the Office 
of Price Administration of the United 
States, to oppose any modification of the 
existing sanitary pacts provided for em­
bargo against the importation ()f fresh .and 
ir02lell meats from countries known to be 
infested with foot-and-mouth disease 
-·Be it resolved oy the Senate of the State 

of South · Dakota (the house cf representa­
tives concwrring the:refln) : 

"Whereas were It not f'Or the Federal em­
bargo, foot-and-mouth disease would be the 
greatest disease menace to the livestock in­
dustry of South Dakota .and the Nation; and · 

"Whereas from time to time .a movement 
has developed to import fresh and frozen 
meat products from countries infested with 
foot-and-mouth disease; and 

"Whereas the mast eminent livestock sani­
tacy authorities of this Nation agree that 
freezing will not 'SUrely destroy the germ 
of foot-and-mouth disease, -and 

"Whereas an outbreak of foot-and-mouth 
disease would be an incalculable menace to 
the war effort: Now, therefore, be it 

"Resolved, That -all Federal authorities be 
urgently requested to oppose any modifica­
tion of the existing embargo against the 
importation of fresh and frozen meat prod­
ucts from any and 1111 countries known to 
be infested with f'Oot-and-mouth disease, be 
1t further 

"Resolved., That copies of this Resolution 
be forwarded to the President and Vice Presi­
dent of the United States, to all representa­
tives in the Congress and Senate of the 
United States, to the Secretary of Agriculture, 
to the Bureau of Animal Industry, and to the 
Office of Price Administration." 

(The VICE PRESIDENT iaid before the Seri­
ate a concurrent resolution identical With :the 
foregoing, which was referred to the Com­
mittee on .Agriculture and .Forestry.) 

"Senate Concurrent Resolution 11 
"Concurrent resolution memorializing the 

Congress of the United States to investigate 
the alcohol produ.ction plant of the Yank­
ton Industrial Alcohol Corporation, of 
Yankton, S. Dak., with a view of determin­
ing the possibility of establishment of 1\ 

synthetic rubber plant -at Yankton, S. Oak. 
"Be it resolved by the State Senate of the 

'J'wenty-eighth Legislative Session Of the 
State of South Dakota (the 'house oJ repre­
sentatives con.curring): 

"Whereas the Yankton Industrial .Alcohol 
Corporation, organized under the laws of the 
State of South Dakota, with its principal 
place of ~usiaess at Yankton, Yankton, 
County, S.Dak., wilt on or after the 1st day 
of April 194'3, be in production of aJcobol 
from corn products; and 

"Whereas the operating capacity of the 
plant of said corporation wlll be the reduction 
of approximately 2,000 bushels of corn per 
day, with a daily output capacity of 6,000 
gallons of alcohol; and 

"Whereas the production and manufacture 
of synthetic rubber 1s of the hlghest Impor­
tance to the Nation in the present war emer­
gency: Be it 

"Resolved, That the Congress of the United 
States of America should investigate the 
Yankton Industrial Alcohol Corporation, its 
plant and equipment at Yangton, S. Oak., 
with a view to determining the advisability 
and possibllity of establishing at Yankton, 
S. Oak., a synthetic rubber manufacturing 
plant; be it further 

"Resolved, That a copy of this resolution 
be forwarded to the Presiding Officers of both 
Houses of Congress and to the Senators and 
Representatives from the State cf South 
Dakota." 

Two concurrent resolutions of the Legisla­
ture of the State of South Dakota; to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs: 

"House Concurrent Resolution 4 
"Concurrent resolution of the South Dakota 

Legislature memorializing the President 
and Congress to revise the Federal laws and 
regulations relating to Indian affairs 
"Be it resolved by the Rouse of Represen­

tatives of the State of South Dakota (the 
senate concurring), That we hereby memo­
rialize the President and the Congress of the 
United States to revise the laws and regula­
tions relating to the administration of Indian 
affairs for the iollowing reasons and along the 
following lines: 
. "{a) That most of the said existing laws 
and regulations were formulated at a· time 
when all the Indians were considered as w.ards 
and dependents of the Federal Government 
and incapable of . assuming the duties, obli­
gations, and station of citizenship; 

"(b) That most of the Indian Inhabitants 
of the Nation have now been accorded the 
legal status of citizenship, and have advanced 
In education and progre"Ss along the lines of 
ll'aeial development to a point where they 
should be treated a'S full citizens, and most 
of the restrictions and regulations ltmiting 
their rights and freedom of action should 
be removed; 

"(c) That many of the Indian inhabitants 
of the Nation are now graduates of bigb 
schools and colleges, and all of them are 
capable of receiving full high school and col­
lege education; 

"(d) That most of our Indian citizens 
have entered loyally into the present war and 
assumed the risks and duties of 'active war- ' 
fare on the same basis as other citizens of 
the Nation, and their efforts should be recog­
nized and rewarded -accor-dingly. 

"We therefore earnestly memorialize the 
President and Congress o! the United States 
to consider the .changed condition of Indian 
affairs and to revise the laws and regulations 
concerning them accordingly; be It further 

"ResOlvett, That a ~ertified copy of this 
concurrent resolution be transmitted to the 
President of the United States, to the Senate 
and House of Representatives of the national 
Congress, and to each member of the con­
gressional delegation from South Dakota; all 
to be done by the Secretary of State upon 
the ·passage and approval of this resolution." 

(The VICE PRESIDENT laid bef'Ore the 
Senate -a concurrent resolution identical 
with the foregoing, which was referred to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs.) 

"Senate Concurrent Resolution 10 
"Concurrent resolution memorializing Con­

gress concerning the condition of Indians 
"Whereas deplorable conditions continue 

on the Indian reservations of South Dakota, 
with low living standards, lack of agricultural 
or other occupations, and impaired health; 
and 

"Whereas these conditions appear to be 
steadily gr.owing worse instead of better~ 

with the Indian gradually becoming more 
dependent and more poorly equipped for 
either a happy or prosperous living, despite 
Increased Federal appropriations for the Bu­
reau of Indian Affairs; and 

"Whereas the South Dakota Indian has 
shown his patriotism and his love for the 
Ameri<lan fiag tn the present world crisis~ 
Now, therefore, be it 

"Resolved by the Senate of the State of 
South Dakota (the hcm3e of representati.vett 
concurring), That the Indian Bureau recog­
nize its obligations in the postwar period by 
conducting a thorough study in South Dakota 
of the Indians' health, .living standards, and 
vocational opportunities, to the end that 
they may live a .happier and more useful Ufe; 
and be it furtber 

".Resolved, That a copy of this resolution be 
forwarded to South Dakota Congressmen and 
to .J'Ohn Collier, Commissioner of the Bureau 
of Indian Affairs." 

JOINT RESOLUTION OF VERMONT LEGIS­
LATURE-AIR COMMERCE LEGISLATION 

Mr. AUSTIN. Mr. President, I present 
and ask to have appropriately referred 
a joint resolution adopted by the General 
Assembly of the State of Vermont re­
lating to Federal legislation affecting air 
commerce. 

The joint resolution was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and, under 
the rule, ordered to be printed in the 
RECORD, as foiiows: 

Whereas the Congress of the United States 
has before it for consideration House b1ll 
H. R. 1012 and Senate bill 246 affecting air 
commerce; 'Rnd 

Whereas air commerce (air lines) repre­
sents a minor part and private flying and 
fixed base operations represent a major part 
of civil aviation whose operations are not 
Interstate ln character and therefore are of 
no concern of the Federal Government, the 
pending legislation would deny to the States 
their inherent rights to govern within their 
own State and would seriously jeopardize pri­
vate flying and fixed base operations; and 

Whereas by applying the intent of this 
legislation to other f.orms of transporta­
ltion our national economy would be seriously 
affected; and 

WheJ,"eas there is no immediate need for 
this legislation -as the President of the United 
States is vested with full power under the 
Defense Act to regulate all aircraft, civilian 
or otherwise 1f necessary; and. 
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Whereas those men who are serving their 

country in the various branches of service 
are unable to voice their sentiments Ol' 
opinions on this proposed legislation at this 
time; and they are the persons who have 
contributed more to the development of avia­
tion and are entitled to their place in aero­
nautics when and if they return from active 
duty; and 

.Whereas there is ample time for such leg­
islation to be considered in the future since 
considerati<;>n has not been given future de­
velopments and improvements which will 
change methods now used in the regulation 
of aircraft: Therefore tie it 

Resolved by the senate and house of rep­
f'esentatives, That the Congress be respect­
fully requested that no favorable action be 
taken on the above-mentioned bills or any 
similar bill or bills by Congress until the 
present war is over· and peace is established; 
and be it further 

Resolved, That a copy of this resolution 
be forwarded to Han. WARREN R. AuSTIN, and 
Hon. GEORGE D. AIKEN, Senators, and Hon. 
CHARLES A. PLUMLEY, Representative, from 
Vermont. 

AsA S. BLOOMER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

MoRTIMER R. PROCTOR, 
President of the Senate. 

Approved March 5, 1943. 
WILLIAM H. WILLIS, 

Governor. 

RESOLUTION OF NATIONAL ASSOCIATION 
OF FARMERS:-SUSPENSION OF A. A. A. 
ACTIVITIES 

Mr. BALL presented a resolution of 
the National Association of Farmers re­
lating to the total suspension of A. A. A .. 
activities for the duration of the war, 
which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry and ordered to 
be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

Whereas the Secretary of Agriculture has 
recently raised the restrictions and penalties 
incidental to production of wheat, t~ereby 
admitting the folly of the doctrine of scar­
city previously advocated by the Department 
of .Agriculture; and 

Whereas the present and threatened food 
shortages have been largely brought about 
by the insistence of the ·Department of Agr.f­
culture upon restricted production and by its 
lack of capacity to appreciate and recognize 
the needs of the farmer as to farm machinery 
and manpower; and 

Whereas there is a manifest tendency to . 
add to the duties and powers of State and 
local Agricultural Adjustment Administra­
tion committees under the guise of war 
emergency and whereas these additional 
duties and pow~rs are apparently designed 
to strengthen and perpetuate the Agricul­
tural Adjustment Administration program; 
and 

Whereas these above-mentioned factors are 
detrimental to increased farm production 
and consequently are hampering our whole 
war effort; and 

Whereas these additional duties and powers 
could be more efficiently performed by local 
officials elected by popular vote and whereas 
the method of selection of the present Agri­
cultural Adjustment Administration and 
allied boards is destructive of public confi­
dence in the operation of said boards: There­
fore be it 

Resolved by the National Association of 
Farmers, That we recommend to Congress, 
legislation looking to the total suspension of 
Agricultural Adjustment Administration ac­
tivities for the duration of the war, as we 
feel that the enormous reservoir of man­
power now immobilized in Agricultural Ad­
justment Administration activities would be 
immensely more valuable if employed in ac­
tual farm production. 

PAUL F. WARBURTON, 
President of Free Farmers of Minnesota. 

PROHIBITION OF LIQUOR SALES AND SUP­
PRESSION OF VICE AROUND MILITARY 
CAMPS 

Mr. REYNOLDS. Mr. President, I 
present for appropriate reference a letter 
dated Homestead, Fla., February 28, 1943, 
and signed by seven church pastors. I 
read the letter, as follows: 

HOMESTEAD, FLA., February 28, 1943, 
Hon. ROBERT R. REYNOLDS, 

Chairman of the Senate 
Military Affairs Committee, 

Senate Building, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR SENATOR REYNOLDS: We are Writing to 

you, not personally, but as chairman of the 
Military Affairs Committee of the Senate of 
the United States. 

The congregation assembled at a union 
service at the First Methodist Church at 
Homestead, Fla., February 28, 1943, requested 
the undersigned pastors to write to you stat­
ing that the congreg~tion desire and urge 
the passage by Congress of protective legis­
lation for our armed forces-the sons of our 
homes-from the liquor and vice traffic, sim­
ilar to that enacted by Congress in ·1917 
which Secretaries Baker and Daniels both 
declared to be exceedingly effective. 

The congregation also requests that you 
read this action on the floor of the 8-:mate 
an·d have it incorporated in the CoNG.RES­
SIONAL RECORD. 

Respectfully yours, 
0. SEWELL PALMER, 

Pastor, Methodist Church. 
J. E. JoHNSTONE, 

Pastor, First Baptist Church. 
R. E. HASTINGS, . 
Pastor, .Church of God. 
EARL P. SCOTT, 
Church of the Nazarene. 

Mr. President, I have complied with 
their request. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The letter 
presented by ·the Senator from North 
Carolina will be referred to the Commit­
tee on Military Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITI'EES 

The following reports of committees 
were submitted: 

By Mr. McCARRAN, from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia: 

S. 791. A bill to effectuate the intent of 
the Congress as expressed in section 1, par­
agraph (k) of Public Law 846, Seventy-sev­
enth Congress, approved December 24, 1942, 
by adding to the list of institutions named 
in said paragraph the name of the American 
Tree Association, an institution similar to 
the institutions so named; without amend­
ment (Rept. No. 97). 

By Mr. HAYDEN (for Mr. McKELLAR), from 
the Committee on Appropriations: 

H. R. 1975. A bill making · appropriations 
to supply deficiencies in certain appropria­
tions for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, 
and for pl'ior fiscal years, to provide supple­
mental appropriations for the fiscal year end· 
ing June 30, 1943, and for other purposes; 
with amendments (Rept. No. 98). 

REPORTS ON DISPOSITION OF EXECUTIVE 
PAPERS 

Mr. BARKLEY, from the Joint Select 
Committee on the Disposition of Execu­
tive Papers, to which were referred for 
examination and recommendation four 
lists of records transmitted to the Sen­
ate by the Arcnivist of the United States 
that appeared to have no permanent 
value or historical interest, submitted re­
ports thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED 
Mrs. CARAWAY, from the Committee 

on Enrolled Bills, reported that on March 

6, 1943, that committee presented to the 
President of the United States the fol­
lowing enrolled bills: -

S. 621. An act to authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy to grant to the city of San Diego 
for street purposes a parcel of land situated 
in the city of San Diego and State of Cali­
fornia; and 

S. 739. An act to amend the act entitled 
"An act to authorize the attendance of 
personnel of the Army of the United States 
as students at educational institutions and 
other places." 

BILLS INTRODUCED 

Bills were introduced, read the first 
time, and, by unanimous consent, the sec­
ond time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BAILEY: 
S. 839. A bill for the relief of Etta Houser 

Freeman; to the Committee on Claims. 
(Mr. REED introduced Senate bill 840, 

which w:::J referred to the Committee on 
Banking and Currency, and appears under a 
separate heading.) 

By Mr. WILEY: 
S. 841. A bill for the relief of J.P. Woolsey; 

to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. STEWART: 

S. 842. A bill for the relief of J. H. Atkins; 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LANGER: 
S. 843. A bill making .certain regulations 

with reference to fertilizers or seeds that 
may be distributed ·by agencies of the United 
States; to the C9mmittee on Agriculture and 
Forestry. 

S. 844. A bill to amend the Railroad Retire­
ment Act of 1937 so r,s to provide a minimum 
annuity of $50 per month for annuitants 
who have completed 30 years service; to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. McNARY: 
S. 845. A bill to define the exterior boun­

daries of the Warm Springs Indian Reserva­
tion in Oregon, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. · 

By Mr. MEAD: 
S. 846. A bill to provide for post-war plan­

ning, and for other purposes; to the Com­
mittee on Finance. 

By Mr. BILBO: 
S. 847. A bill to provide for certain pay­

ments to needy blind individuals; 
S. 848. A bill to provide for certain pay­

ments to dependent children; 
S. 849. A bill to extend provisions of the 

act of March 20, 1933, and veterans' · regula­
tions applicable to -World War veterans and 
dependents to veterans and dependents of 
the present war, and for other purposes; and 

S. 850. A bill to provide for the payment 
of old-age pensions, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Finance. · 

By Mr. McCARRAN: 
S. 851. A bill to provide adequate aero­

nautical training for the youth of the United 
States; to the Committee on Commerce. 

S. 852. A bill to provide for the establish· 
ment of a fortified facility at or near the 
naval depot at Hawthorne, Nev.; to the Com­
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WALSH: 
S. 853. A bill to amend the act of March 

3, 1909, as amended by the act of January 
23, 1942, providing for the sale of naval 
stores, in order to authorize the Secretary of 
the Navy to permit the sale of naval stores 
in the continental United States during the 
war and 6 months thereafter to civilian offi­
cers and employees of the United States, and 
to other persons at stations where purchase 
from private agencies is found to be imprac­
ticable; to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CONNALLY: 
S. 854. A bill for the relief of the First 

National Bank of Huntsville, Tex.; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: 
S. 855. A bill to amend the Railroad Re­

tirement Act of 1937 so as to provide for an 
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ann:uity for total and permanent disability 
after 10 years' service; to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

By Mr. KILGORE: 
B. 856. A bill for the relief of the heirs of 

Henry I. Brown; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

APPEALS FROM PRICE-CONTROL ORDERS 

Mr. REED. Mr. President, I introduce 
a bill to amend the Price Control Act of 
1942, to aid in preventing inflation, and 
for other purposes. This is not a farm­
bloc bill. This is not in the interest of 
or of any benefit to the farmer. It is a 
bill in the interest of the consumer whose 
supply of food, especially meat, is being 
threatened by impossible orders issued 
by the 0. P. A., in violation of the plain 
intent of Congress. 

The original Price Control Act of 1942 
set up an emergency court of appeals 
and gave it exclusive jurisdiction over all' 
appeals from orders and regulations of 
the 0. P. A. The difficulty is that policies 
and practices of the 0. P. A. makes ap­
peal almost impossible under existing 
law. Appeal may be delayed by amend­
ment and change in the orders and reg­
ulations, or by requiring addi~ional in­
formation before an order is made final. 
In spite of great dissatisfaction witl: the 
many orders of the 0. P. A., not a single 
appeal, so far as my information goes, 
has been able to reach the emergency 
court. 

This bill provides appeal ·to any dis­
trict court having jurisdiction of the 
parties. 

The bill (8. 840) to amend the Emer­
gency Price _Control Act of 1942, to aid 
in preventing inflation, and for other 
purposes, was -read twice by its title and · 
referred to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 
VOCATIONAL REHABILITATION OF CER­

TAIN DISABLED PERSONB-BILL RECOM­
MITI'ED 

Mr. LA FOLLETI'E. Mr. President, I 
ask unanimous consent that Calendar 
No. 48, Senate bill 180, to provide voca­
tional rehabilitation, education, training, 
and other .services to persons disabled 
while members of the armed forces, or 
disabled in war industries or otherwise, 
may be recommitted to the Committee on 
Education and Labor, together with all 
amendments which may be pending or 
on the table relating thereto. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob­
jection, the bill and amendments will 
be rereferred to the Committee on Edu­
cation and Labor. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED 

The bill <H. R. 2068) making addi­
tional appropriations for the Navy De­
partment and the naval service for the 
fi.scal year ending June 30, 1943, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its 
title and referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations. . 
DEFERMENT FROM MILITARY SERVICE OF 

PERSONS .ENGAGED IN AGRICULTURE­
AMENDMENT 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado submitted 
an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him as an amendment to the com­
mittee amendment to the bill <S. 729) 
providing for the deferment from · mili­
tary service of persons engaged in agri-

cultural occupations, which was ordered 
to lie on the table and to be printed. 
NOTICE OF MOTION TO. SUSPEND THE 

RULE-AMENDMENTS TO FIRST DEFI· 
CIENCY APPROPRIATION BILL-

Mr. HAYDEN (for Mr. McKELLAR) sub­
mitted the following notice in writing: 

In accordance with rule XL of the Stand­
ing Rules of the Senate, I hereby give' notice 
in writing that it is my intention to move 
to suspend paragraph 4 of rule XVI for the 
purpose of proposing to the bill (H. R. 1975) 
making appropriations to supply deficiencies 
in certain appropriations for the fiscal year 
ending June 30, 1943, and for prior fiscal years, 
to provide supplemental appropriations for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, and for 
other purposes. the folloWing amendments, 
namely: 

Page 4, after line 17, insert the following: 
"Office of Defense Health and Welfare Serv­

ices: For payments to States for expenditure 
in accordance with State plans for the war-

. time care and protection of children of em­
ployed mothers, approved by the Office of 
Defense Health and Welfare Services, upon 
recommendation of the Children's Bureau, 

· Department of Labor, or Office of Education, 
Federal Security Agency, and for payments to 

: subdivisions of States for expenditure in ac­
cordance with such plans, such payments to 
be made by the Secretary of the Treasury in 
accordance with certification to him by any 
office of the Government designated for such 

1 purpose by the Director of the Office of De­
fense Health and Welfare Services, fiscal year 

; 1943, $2.884,000: Provided, That any plan so 
approved shall itemize by classes and amounts 
the total funds required for the plan and 
the amount of Federal funds requested; shall 
provide for such methods of administration 
as are necessary for the efficient operation of 
the plan; shall set out a schedule of fees to 
be charged; shall state the extent of State 
and local participation in providing neces­
sary funds, facilities, and services; shall pro­
vide· for the inclusion and financing of any 
projects for care of children of employed 
mothers, now financed in whole or in part 
from Federal funds, upon the expiration of 
existing Federal grants, when such projects 
are essential t9 the prosecution of the ·war; 
and the Director of the Office of Defense 
Health and Welfare Services shall not ap­
prove any plan except upon his determina­
tion that the schedule of fees is the maximum 
practicable in view of the wages paid in the 
areas served, and his determination that the 
State and local participation is adequate in 
view of the financial status of the State or 
subdivisions: Provided further, That pay­
ments shall not exceed 50 percent of the total 
estimated expenditures, including expendi­
tures from fees received, but excluding ex­
penditures for purchase, renovation, construc­
tion, repair, or equipment of any bu1lding or 
premises in excess of $1,000 for each project: 
Provided further, That no payment from this 
appropriation shall be ava1lable for the pur­
chase or erection of buildings; for alteration, 
repair, and equipment for any single project 
in excess of $1,000; or for operating expense, 
alteration, repairs, or equipment except in 
areas with special needs because of substan­
ti-al1ncrease in. employment of wom1ln arising 
out of the war~ Provided further, That the 
term "States" as used herein shall include 
the District of Columbia, Puerto Rico, and 
Hawaii: Provided jurtfter, That any eqUip­
ment which is under the control of the Fed­
eral Works Agency and which is necessary 
to a project for the care of children of em­
ployed mothers already in operation and in 
use at the time such project is placed under 
this program may be transferred for the pur­
poses hereof t.o other .Federal agencies as the 
Director qf the Oftlce of Defense Health and 
Welfare Services may prescribe, and the ap­
praised 'falue thereof shall be eovered into 
the D'ea.sury aa .miscellaneous receipt&. . 

"For all necessary expenses of the omce ot 
Defense Health and Welfare Services, and 
other Federal agencies upon transfer thereto 
in accordance herewith, in connection with 
the foregoing approval of plans and payments 
to States, including personal services in th~ 
District of Columbia; actual transportation 
and other necessary expenses and not to ex­
ceed *10. per diem in lieu of subsistence of 
persons serving, without other compensation 
from the United States, while away from 
their homes in an advisory capacity to the 
Office of Defense Health and Welfare SerVices; 
and printing and binding; fiscal year 1943, 
$.89,000: Provided, That section 3709 of the 
Revised Statutes shall not be oonstrued to 
apply to any purchase from this appropria­
tion when the aggregate amount involved 
does not exceed $100." 

Page 6, after line 1, ~nsert the following: 

"BOARD OF INVESTIGATION AND BESEARCH­

TRANSPORTATION 

"Notwithstanding the limitations in sec- · 
tion 203 of the First SUpplemental National 
Defense Appropriation Act, 1943, the appro­
priation for the Board of Investigation and 
Research contained in said act shall be avail­
able for travel expenses and printing and 
binding In amounts not exceeding $11,000 
and $23,000, respectively." 

Page 8, aft1lr line 24, insert the following: 
"Emergency preparation of high-school 

students for wartime service, Office ot Edu­
cation (national defense): For payments to 
States through certtfication from time to 
time by the United States Commissioner · of 
Education (hereinafter referred to as the 
"Commissioner") to the Secretary of the 
Treasury of the n-ame of each State to which 
payment is to be made and the amount to 

. be paid, in accordance with regulations pro­
mulgated by the Commissioner under the su­
pervision and direction of the Federal Secu- · 
rity Administrator, with the -approval of the 
Chairman of the War Manpower Commission 
and the President, such payments to be made 
prior to audit and settlement by the General 
Accounting Office, as follows: 

"(1) For assistance to the States in adjust­
ing the organization and curricUlum of the 
high schools to a program for the preparation 
of high-school students for wartime service, 
such assistance to consist of (1) medical 
examination of students, and (2) the im­
provement of teachers in service ln the fields 
Of physical education, aeronautics, SCience. 
and mathematics through local district 
teacher-training institutes, demonstrations, 
visitations, publication, and other means; as 
provided by State departments Of education 
pursuant to plans submitted by them and 
approved by the Commissioner, fiscal year 
1943, $2,390,000: Provided, That each State 
department and local board of education shall 
continue to expend, on an annual basis, such 

·sums as it has spent therefor in the year pre­
ceding the enactment hereof. 

. "(2) For assistance to State departments of 
education in providing State administration 
and instructional services in adjusting the 
organization and curriculum of the high 
schools to a program for the preparation of 
youth for wartime service, such administra­
tive and instructional services to ipclude 
salaries of State directors of a High School 
Victory Corps, of supervisors of physical fit· 
ness, aeronautics, mathematics, science, and 

·occupational information and war service 
counseling, and of clerical and stenographic 
servi-ees; necessary travel expenses; and print­
ing; in accordance with plans submitted by 
State departments of education and approved 
by the Commissioner, fiscal year 1943, 
$678,000: Provided, That the State depart­
ments of education shall continue to expend 
for such purposes, on an annual basis, such 
amounts from State funds as were avallable 
therefore in the year preceding the enactment 
hereof. 

"Salaries and expenses, emergency prepara­
tion ot lligb-school students tor w~t1m• 

I 
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service, Office of Education (national de~ 
fense) : For all expenses necessary to enable 
the Office of Education to carry out the fore~ 
going program for the emergency preparation 
of high~school students for wartime service, 
including personal serviees 1n the District of 
Columbia and elsewhere, traveling expenses, 
printing and binding, not to exce~d $7,500 for 
the payment of actual transportation ex~ 
penses, and not to exceed $10 per diem 1n lieu 
of subsistence and other expenses of persons 
serving, while away from their homes, with~ 
out other compensation from the United 
States, in an advisory capacity to the Com~ 
missioner, fiscal year 1943, $114,000: Provided, 
That section 3709 of the Revised Statutes 
shall not apply to any purchase from this ap~ 
propriation when the aggregate amount In~ 
valved does not exceed $100: Provided further, 
That the Commissioner shall transmit to 
Congress within 30 ddyrt after the close of 
the- fiscal year ending June 30, 1943, a report 
of the emergency program for the preparation 
of high-school students for wartime service as 
provided for in this act, such report to show 
the distribution of Federal funds by States, 
types of expenditures, and numbers of persons 
involved." 

Page 21, after line 9, insert the following: 
"CHILDREN'S BUREAU 

"Grants to States for emergency maternity 
and infant care: For grants to States, includ~ 
ing Alaska, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the 
District of Columbia, to provide, in addition 
to similar services otherwise available, med~ 
teal, nursing, and hospital maternity and 
infant care for wives and infants of enlisted 
men in the armed forces of the United States 
of the fourth, fifth, sixth, or seventh grades, 
under allotments by the Secretary of Labor 
and plans developed and administered by 
State health agencies and approved by the 
Chief of the Children's Bureau, fiscal year 
1943, $1,200,000." . 

Page 25, line 24, after the figure "$491,000", 
insert the following: ": Provided, That cost 
of living and representation allowances, as 
authorized by the act approved February 23, 
1931, as amended, may be paid from this 
appropriation to American citizens employed 
hereunder." 

Page 28, after line 8, insert the following: 
"Special melting and coinage: To enable 

the Secretary of the Treasury to carry out the 
provisions of section 4 of the act entitled 
"'An act to further the war effort by author~ 
1zing the substitution of other materials for 
strategic metals used in minor coinage, to 
authorize the forming of worn and uncurrent 
standard silver dollars into bars, and for 
other purposes", approved December 18, 1942 
(Public Law 815), the expenses or adjust~ 
ments in connection with the forming of 
worn and uncurrent standard silver dollars 
into bars shall be charged against the gain 
arising from the coinage of such bars." 

Mr. HAYDEN also (for Mr. McKELLAR) 
submitted amendments intended to be pro~ 
posed by Mr. MCKELLAR to House bill 1975, 
the first deficiency appropriation blll, 1943, 
which were severally referred to the Commit~ 
tee on Appropriations and ordered to be 
printed. 

(For text of amendments referred to, see 
the foregoing notice.) 

MULTIPLE SHIP LAUNCHINGS IN 
SUPERIOR, WIS. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, a few 
days ago I received a letter from a group 
of workers in the shipyards of Superior, 
Wis., stating that on May 9 they would 
launch from five to eight ships. The 
letter states that this will be a world 
record for multiple launchings. It is 
expected that the Dionne quintuplets 
will be present, and the Lakes Ship 
Builders Joint Council is preparing for 
a great celebration. I ask that the letter 

of the head of the Lakes Ship Builders 
Joint Council, together with my reply, be 
inserted in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the· letters 
were ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

HEAD OF THE LAKES 
SHIPBUILDERS JOINT COUNCIL, 

Superior, Wis., March 4, 1943. 
Senator ALEXANDER WILEY, 

United States Senate, Washington, D . C. 
DEAR SENATOR: Local shipyards in Superior 

will launch from five to eight ships on May 
9. This should achieve a world record for 
multiple launchings in one port on one day. 
To celebrate this event, the Dionne quintup~ 
lets will make their first visit to the United 
States in order to sponsor five sister ships 
in a "quint" launching at the Butler yards, 
and the local Shipbuilders Council, represent~ 
ing union labor, has declared that May 9 
will be Labor Victory Day. 

It is the hope of our committee that Labor 
Victory Day will commemorate a real day of 
victory in the battle of production, and a 
day of which laboring men everywhere will 
be proud. In the past labor has received 
some unpleasant publicity, but on this day, 
it is our hope, labor will receive some recog~ 
nition of its cooperation with management. 
Here in Superior, for example, there has not 
been one strike, nor one work stoppage 1n 
our entire shipbuilding war effort. As a con~ 
sequence, our shipyards are far ahead of pro~ 
duction schedules, and, in addition, the ship~ 
building unions have established an enviable 
record in the purchase of war bonds. 

To make Labor Victory Day amount to 
something more than just another name-ob~ 
servance day, to give it some tangible ex· 
pression, all shipbuilding employees will do~ 
nate one full day's wages into a fund for the 
purchase of a shipload of food for war-strick~ 
en Europe. We estimate that this fund 
should approximate $50,000, and it is our 
hope that one of the "qui:qt" ships may be se~ 
cured to carry this cargo, thus underlining 
the fact that the supplies are from the work~ 
men of Superior to the starving families of 
oppressed workingmen in Europe. In this 
connection we have a real need for your sup~ 
port. 

In general, we would appreciate any pub~ 
licity which you may be able to give our en~ 
terprise. In particular, we would like you 
to approach the national headquarters of the 
International Red Cross on our behalf. Will 
you kindly advise us of their attitude? Final~ 
ly, though we are willing to turn the whole 
problem of transportation over to the Red 
Cross, we definitely feel that local community 
support would be stronger, and the publicity 
value greater, if we could secure one of the 
"quint'' ships. These :freighters from the 
Butler yards happen to be earmarked under 
lend-lease for Great Britain. After consulta~ 
tion with the Red Cross, we would appreciate 
your contacting the British lend~lease ofll~ 
cials, the American State Department, or any 
responsible parties who would be in a posi~ 
tion to give us an opinion on the feasibility 
of this plan. 

Though we realize that this is asking you to 
do a great deal, we believe that you will 
agree it is for a worthy cause, and we assure 
you of our genuine appreciation for anything 
you may do :for us. 

Respectfully yours, 
HoLDER MonEEN, 

Chairman, Superior Shipbuilders Council. 

MARCH 8, 1943. 
MAJ. RALPH W. OLMSTEAD, 

Deputy Director, Food Distribution 
Administration, 

Washington, D. c. 
DEAR MAJOR OLMSTEAD: Pursuant to our 

telephone conversation I am attaching here~ 
with a self-explanatory letter which I re~ 
ceived this morning from the Superior Ship~ 

builders Council, 1005 Tower Avenue, Su~ 
· perior, Wis. 

You will recall I discussed this matter 
with you in a telephone conversation and 
you assured me the matter could be ar· 
ranged in accordance with the request out~ 
lined in this letter. 

I am taking the liberty of sending a copy 
of this letter to Mr. Roy F. Hendrickson and 
also to Lease-Lend Administrator E. R. Stet~ 
tinius, and War Shipping Administrator E. S. 
Land. 

As I understand it from my telephone con~ 
versation with you, it will not be necessary 
for these men to take any action since your 
department can handle the matter in its 
entirety. I am, however, sending them copies 
of the letter from the Superior Shipbuilders 
Council together with this letter so they may 
be fully advised in the event you may have 
to call on them for cooperation. 

I regard this matter as extremely urgent, 
and I would greatly appreciate having a 
reply by telephone as soon as you can give 
me definite information or assurance these 
plans can be carried out. 

Yours for victory, 
ALEXANDER WILEY. 

SLOGAN AGAINST ABSENTEEISM BY MISS 
CAROL GRAGG 

Mr. CAPPER. Mr. President, the 
Cessna Aircraft Co., of Wichita, Kans., 
has been doing an excellent job of pro~ 
duction in the war effort. I am informed 
that its campaign to reduce absenteeism 
has. been attended with remarkably sue~ 
cessful results. 

As a part of its campaign against ab· 
senteeism, the Cessna plant held a con­
test for the best slogan. More than 1,000 
slogans were entered. The winner· of the 
contest was Miss Carol Gragg, a war 
worker in the electrical department of 
the plant. The splendid original slogan 
she suggested is this: 

"You can't spell vicTory with an ab~ 
sent-T." 

I think the slogan is pat, to a Tee, as 
we used to say. I am glad to call the 
attention of the Senate to Miss Carol 
Gragg, of the Cessna Aircraft Co., Wich· 
ita, Kans., and hope that her slogan, 
"You can't spell vicTory with an absent­
T" does its bit toward victory. 
GOVERNMENT BY REGIMENTATION AND 

BUREAUCRACY-ARTICLE BY WALTER 
E. CHRISTENSON 

Mr. WHERRY. Mr. President, on 
Thursday, February 25, I addressed the 
Senate relative to a nomination the con­
firmation of which was resisted by the 
junior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. 
ROBERTSON]. 

In my remarks I stated that those of 
us who came from Nebraska came on a 
mandate from the people that we should 
cooperate with the President in the war 
effort 100 percent, but also that we should 
oppose to the utmost a government by 
regimentation and bureaucracy. As I 
said at that time, this mandate was 
given to us in no uncertain terms, and 
in the brief remarks I made to the 
Senate I called attention to my belief 
in the fundamental principles of repre~ 
sentative government. I advised that 
these principles were reflected by . the 
people of my State, and that it has been 
my experience that they extend quite 
generally into the other Midwestern 
States. 

Since then an article has been written 
by Walter E. Christenson, an associ-ate 
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editor of the Omaha World Herald, 
which sets forth in forceful and dra­
matic language the ideology of govern­
ment of our Nebraska people and, I 
would say, of the voters of the Middle 
West. 

I ask unanimous consent that this 
splendid article by Mr. Christenson be 
printed in the body of the RECORD at this 
point as a part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the article 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 
'l'HE DECAY OF LmERALISM-THE CITIZEN VERSUS 

EXECUTIVE DECREE 

(By W. E. Christenson) 
To some people liberalism means Eugene 

Debs; to some it means George Norris; to 
some it means Joe Stalin; and to some it 
means Franklin Roosevelt. 

To me it doesn't mean any of those, but it 
means a lot of people who, through the ages, 
have been leading the :fight for the liberty of 
human beings-and particularly those who 
have been :fighting against enslavement of 
people by their government. 

It's nothing new. Dionysius said, "A love 
of liberty 1s implanted by nature in the 
breasts of all men." Tacitus wrote, "Liber­
ties a-nd masters are not easily combined." 
Thirteen centuries later William Wallace said 
to the Scots, "I tell you true liberty is . the 
best of all things; never live beneath the 
noose of a servile halter." 

But while this feeling for liberty appears to 
be almost universal, it flourishes more 
luxuriantly on American soil than anywhere 
else on the globe. The reasons are not ob­
scure. From the earliest settlements our 
country bas been populated and repopulated 
by fugitives from tyranny. And when the 
time came for separation, it 1s noteworthy, 
I believe, that the colonists in their bill of 
complaint did not dwell on physical hard­
ships. They did not say, "You have not pro­
tected us from the Indians," or "You have not 
taken care of our old people," or "You haven't 
allowed us to have enough tea." The thing 
that caused them to rebel was that they were 
being treated as inferiors and dependents. 
They were revolting against the usurpations 
of the king and the violations of their 
liberties. 

''He has refused his assent to laws the most 
wholesome and necessary • • • He has 
dissolved representative houses repeatedly 
• • • He has made judges dependent on 
his will alone • • • He has erected a. 
multitude of new offices and sent hither 
swarms of officers to harass our people and eat 
out their substance • • • He has com­
bined with others to subject us to a jurisdic­
tion foreign to our constitution • • •" 

The colonists were fighting, not the par­
ticular brain trust which happened to be in 
power in London at that moment, but a 
totalitarian system. 

ECONOMIC DESPOTISM OUR NEW TYRANNY 

The war against the mother country was 
won, but the battle for human liberty did 
not end. It continued until our own times. 

But when the decades arrived which most 
of us look back upon as the days of our 
youth-the decades which marked the t'\ll'n 
of the twentieth century-the nature of the 
battle had changed. Political authoritarian­
ism had been vanquished, we thought, for all 
time. But in its place there had come a sort 
o,f economic despotism which many free 
Americans found no less galling than earlier 
types of tyranny. The natural wealth of the 
land had been plundered to a considerable 
extent by the _robber barons who flourished 
after the Civil War. Great wealth and great 
economic power became concentrated in a 
few hands. Workers in great industrial cen­
ters were ground down into a state of ser-

vilfty. The hist orical avenue of escape­
flight to the west-narrowed and finally 
closed as the cheap land was occupied. 

That was when modern liberalism was 
born. _ 

Most westerners were liberals in those days. 
We were the sons of wild jackasses, we had 
the breath of freedom in our nostrils, and 
we didn't want to see otirselves or our chil­
dren_ shackled into an industrial class sys­
tem of society. We wanted to live in a re­
public in which there was real opportunity 
for all--economic opportunity as well as 
political opportunity. We wanted every 
child, even if born in the humblest home, to 
have a chance to become a congressman or a 
president or a chairman of the board-ac­
cording to the stuff there was in him. 

Our thoughts in those days were largely 
concerned with what we called the trusts 
and the malefactors of great wealth; with 
swindlers who Impudently sold worthless 
stocks; with manipulators who threw great 
railroad systems into bankruptcy so that they 
might plunder them; with sweatshops and 
company stores and kick-backs and black­
lists and insolently juggled tariffs and adul­
terated food and short weight and all the 
other manifold evils that had attached them­
selves to the economic and political system. 

WE DID NOT TIRE OF INDIVIDUAL LmERTY 

But let this point be made-to borrow a 
phrase-"again and again." Most of us were 
not tired of individual liberty; we wanted 
more of it. We wanted the rules of living in 
a free land to be changed a little so that we, 
the people, would be more secure in our free­
dom and less endangered by the irresponsible 
authority of autocrats. 

It is only fair to say that there were crack­
pots in the liberal movement--socialists, an­
archists, syndicalists and "ists" of many 
stripes who even then were thinking in terms 
of a dictatorship of the proletariat. But they 
were an insignificant minority. The great 
American liberal movement was libertarian 
in its aims and constitutional in its methods. 
Nothing was further from its purpose than 
a return to the days when bureaucrats 
swarmed over the land, eating the substance 
of the people. 

Ten years ago American liberalism thought 
it had won its greatest political victory. But 
as time was to prove, that was in reality its 
hour of greatest danger. 

For the men and women who crowded into 
places of power in the next decade were not 
in every ease believers in the traditional 
American concept of liberty. They were not 
in every case well grounded in the practical 
mechanics of modern society. There were 
experimenters in their ranks, and uplifters 
and social workers and dreamy-eyed doers of 
good-and a few zealots who had borrowed 
their ideas from other climes and non-Amer­
ican cultures. 

"Liberalism," so-called, was in the saddle, 
but it was not the pure, historical American 
liberalism. In too many instances it had 
overtones of the other kinds of Isms then 
being advocated in Europe. 
OVER-ALL TREND TOWARD ARBITRARY AUTHORITY 

The strange thing about this new, left­
Wing, self-styled liberalism was that it pro­
posed to set up bureaucratic government 
controls, backed by executive directives, to 
preserve the liberties of the people. The 
founding fathers would have turned in their 
sacred graves if they had heard such heresy. 

-Perhaps the harassed businessman when 
he accepted the temporary shelter of the Na­
tional Recovery Act, the farmer when he took 
a Federal check for what he had raised or 
had not raised, the humble Work Projects 
Administration worker when he thanked 
Washington for his pittance, did not have 
time to think abOut the fundamental con­
flict Involved. But the conflict was there, 
~s clearly etched as ever it had bee~ in his-

tory: The Taxpayer versus the Bureaucrat, 
the Citizen versus the Executive Decree. 

This is not an indictment of an admin­
istration. It should be said in fairness that 
many items in the program of the New Deal 
were beneficial changes in the rules-changes 
designed to permit the average American a 
chance to lead a better and more useful and 
freer life. 

But , the over-all trend of the decade has 
been toward strengthening the arbitrary au­
thority of the State. The power of t he courts 
has been assailed and the power of the Con­
gress has been usurped and bypassed. To­
day no prudent attorney would dare to ad­
vise a client on any matter relating to the 
economic life of the Nation merely on the 
basis of what he could :find in the statutes 
or in his volumes of judicial opinions. More 
important by far than these are the decrees 
and directives which come from the bureauc­
racy, and the rulings thereon which have been 
handed down by ~arious ones of 2,500,000 civil 
employees of the Central Government. 

THEIR GOAL SECURITY BUT NOT LmERTY 

It is argued that a vast extension In the 
authority of the Government is necessary in 
time of war to make the Nation more effi­
cient and more productive. On that point 
we should be particularly careful to think 
clearly. 

The American people do not object to the 
discipline demanded by total war or to the 
so-called hardships which result tor the 
civilian population. A temporary lack of 
gasoline or rubber or shoes or coffee or what­
ever is trivial incident in the life of a 
Nation. But the kind of government that 
may result from these strictly temporary 
conditions-that is a matter of the deepest 
interest to all of us and to our children. 
What ·is happening today should be viewed 
in the light of what has gone before artd 
what is promised for the future. And that 
view is not entirely reassuring. 

These former liberal brethren who are now 
ln authority in Washington had charted their 
course long before total war had imposed its 
demands upon the Nation. They had said 
in substance: "Our goal is security. ·Not 
liberty, but security. We are going to see to 
it that everyone, the shirker equally with 
the toller, has plenty to eat and a comfort­
able place in which to live. It is not our 
purpose merely to create a society in which 
all will have a fair chance to produce and 
earn. We propose to take charge of society, 
we propose to direct its economic operations 
in such a way that the social objectives which 
we in our wisdom deem proper shall be guar­
anteed to every citizen by the eentral au­
thority." 

And if the voice of Benjamin Franklin 
cried from the tomb: "They that can give up 
essential liberty to obtain a little temporary 
safety deserve neither liberty nor safety"­
if that voice was raised, surely no one in all 
the land heard. 

THE ROAD FRANCE TROD 

We moderns have a tragic illustration be­
fore us of what may happen if the search for 
national leisure and security-under the 
auspices of a bureaucracy-is carried to an 
extreme. In his report on the reasons for 
the fall of France, General Giraud, our pres­
ent aide and ally, spoke realistically of con­
ditions within that country before the war. 
He said: 

"It was easier to succeed by intrigue than 
work. Politics became a career of compro­
mise, al'rangement, betrayal. Many lawyers, 
professors, and journalists suddenly believ~.d 
themselves statesmen, as soon as they had 
taken their first degree-but -above all, as 
soon as they had managed to get into the 
office of some undersecretary of state, or into 
the reception room of some woman of 1m· 
portance. 

"From 1918 to 1940 France luxuriated in 
every kind o:f regime that might 'be called 
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republican-from horizon blue to the Red 
popular front. Ministries fell like houses of 
cards, scandals accumulated, riots caused the 
spilling of French blood even on the paving 
stones of the capital; but always the same 
men trod the boards. The ruin which the 
popular front caused France is immeasurable, 
but its greatest responsibiUty was to teach 
the people of France laziness under the gran.; 
diose name of leisure." 

In a similar report, issued sometime be­
fore France was destroyed, two Premiers of 
that Republic-the Messrs. Daladier and 
Reynaud-expressed similar sentiments. 
They said: 

"Actually that part of the French popula­
tion which created wealth, which labors for 
the future, is continually diminishing, while 
that part which, directly or indirectly, lives 
on the state is constantly growing. • • • 
There is a steady fall in the number of 
Frenchmen who are ready to bear the risks 
of enterprise and creation. • • • That 
everyone should work more and that the 
state should spend less-for ourselves we see 
this as the only formula of salvation; it is 
elementary, but it is inescapable." 

WE MUST BRAVE SOME EPITHETS 
And at another point this report con­

tinues:-
· "The problem, then, is not to choose be­
tween preserving or repealing the recent so­
Cial reforms, whose generous inspiration 
nobody disputes. The problem is to prevent 
them from automatically dwindling to noth­
ing, to prevent their benefits from evaporat­
ing in the high cost of living, to prevent 
~mployers and employed, in a country which 
ls still poor, from having nothing to share 
)Jut poverty." 

They were writing about France, but their 
message was for America, too. 

It 1s a little difficult to discuss such mat­
ters without seeming to defend some of the 
piratical practices which attached themselves 
to our economy during the earlier years of 
easy prosperity. The one who questions steps 
taken since 1933 is likely to be answered with, 
''Oh, so you prefer the Hoover depression." 
The one w'ho questions the all-seeing, all­
knowing wisdom of the bureaucracy 1s likely 
to be branded as a tory and a latter-day edi­
tion of Mark Hanna. Yet those taunts will 
have to be braved if we are going to save the 
kind of personal liberty Americans love. 

Only the naive will expect that the law­
making and directive-issuing bureaucracy 
will meekly disband after the war and that 
its many practitioners will return forthwith 
to their studies and their social service set­
tlements. So far as I am aware no such 
miracle has ever transpired in the long record 
of the struggle between the people and gov­
ernment. Rousseau was speaking for history 
when he said: "Liberty is never recovered if 
it is . once lost." 

"PLANNING" IS NEW WORD FOR DESPOTISM 
There are plentiful signs that those former 

liberals who now are directing the managed 
economy do not propose to go against the 
tide of h istory. They propose, when victory 
is won, that "planning"-that new word for 
despotism--shall be carried to new heights. 

Only a few weeks ago HENRY A. WALLACE, 
that most lovable and most amazing of all 
planners, gave a glimpse of what is running 
through his mind. In the post-war world, 
he said, there will be a new type of govern­
ment which might be called, "the democracy 
of the common man." And this new de­
mocracy, he said, will be made up of ap­
proximately equal parts of our traditional (it 
1s his phrase) "Bill of Rights democracy" and 
the newer--G.gain quoting Mr. wALLACE-­
"economic democracy" as exemplified in the 
Government of Soviet Russia. 

If economic democracy fits the needs of 
Russia-whose history and traditions are far 

different from our own-then certainly no 
one in America should utter one word of 
criticism. Americans have reason to be 
eternally grateful for the stout Red Army 
which that economic democracy has pro­
duced. But does that mean that we, also, 
should adopt the democracy of the commis­
sars and the collective farms? That we 
should consider borrowing for our own use 
any part of a type of regime whose final 
authority is based upon the firing squad? 
Perhaps some Americans will not agree with 
their Vice President. 

Another post-war dreamer who is not an 
official but who sometimes speaks for the 
prevailing attitude in Washington, said only 
a few days ago: "Soviet Russia is now func­
tioning as a complete democracy within an 
over-all totalitarian scheme." 

Possibly as you think it over you may con­
clude that is a fair statement of the program 
which some of these totalitarian-minded 
citizens may have in view. 

Any talk about what those now in au­
thority propose in the _way of a post-war 
program for our own country-! am not now 
speaking of any international organization­
must necessarily be speculative. No one has 
stated it formally. We can only see what is 
happening, read what is being said-and then 
use our God-given intelligence. 

Perhaps that points to one of the greatest 
dangers of the times. We are not fighting a 
tangible program which can be faced and 
debated, but only an insidious trend. Trends 
are mighty tricky things to fight, as the people 
of Germany discovered in 1933. 

This would be a grand hour for the old­
time, fighting American liberals-if they were 
stm on the scene. But unfortunately the 
~ovement in which they once joined is bank­
rupt. Some of its leaders have been shang­
haied and taken on a political. cruise which 
was never charted. Others are tired and de­
jected. The political power which they bunt 
up has been dissipated or subverted to oppo­
site uses. The great American liberal move,:; 
ment which once spread its beneficent influ­
ence over both great parties has disappeared; 

True, there are political leaders· in both 
parties who take a strong stand agin' what 
is being done. But if they should be put in 
power, would they be strong enough morally 
to junk the enormously powerful and (to the 
driver) attractive governmental machine that 
has been created? Historically a mere policy 
of throwing the rascals · out has never been 
entirely successful. 

A demand from a few political leaders can 
be forgotten after the election; a. demand 
from the American people can never be ig­
nored. The thing that is needed is to bring 
about a reawakening of embattled American 
liberalism so that the people themselves will 
insist upon and get a restoration of the kind 
of liberty that made America great. 

If we, the people, don't resist, day by day, 
the insinuating power of the Government di­
rective, the time may come in America when 
every lawyer will work for the bureaucracy 
and every newspaperman will get his copy 
from the ministry of propaganda, and every 
citizen will get his marching orders from 
Washington. 

If that time should ever come, it will not 
be because, to borrow another phrase, anyone 
"planned it that way" but because we, the 
liberty-loving people, were too complacent­
because we didn't start fighting in time. 
PROPOSED RESTRICTION OF NEWSPRINT 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have re­
ceived a most illuminating letter from 
Mr. A. Warren Norton, manager of the 
Christian Science Monitor, regarding the 
proposed restriction of newsprint. This 
letter is such a valuable contribution to 
this subject that I ask that 1t be printed 
in the RECORD as a part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the letter 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

THE CHRISTIAN SCIENCE 
· PUBLISHING SOCIETY,· 

Boston, Mass., Marcn 5, 1943. 
The Honorable HENRY CABOT LODGE, Jr., 

United States Senate, Wasnington, D. C. 
DEAR MR. LODGE: I am glad to learn from 

your recent letter that you are endeavoring 
to keep 1n close touch with the newsprint 
situation as it seems to be developing in 
Washington, for there is no doubt but what 
it has far-reaching implications. 

It would seem that the freedoms which 
were fought for and became the basis of this 
Republic are continually being encroached 
upon. There is no doubt but that if we 
wish to retain our freedom we must never 
give up freedom of the press and must in 
every turn overcome any encroachments upon 
it, regardless of the directions from which 
they come. 

Freedom of the press without newsprint 
would obviously vanish. Any unnecessary 
restrictions upon its supply does, Without a 
doubt, restrict the dissemination of the 
news to a public - which should always be 
fully informed. Your job and mine is to 
see to 1t that no one at any time does any­
thing to keep our great Nation from being 
informed. 

I would like to say, and unselfishly, too, 
that sacrifices in the use of · paper should 
be made in other lines first rather than with 
newsprint; where the use of paper is not 
strtctly for war or military purposes. 

-We have all seen how through radio 11~ 
censing restrictions may be placed, or could. 
be placed, upon the radio stations of the 
country to the extent that they really do 
not enjoy the same freedom that the news­
papers of the country now have.-

I might direct your attention to the point 
that ·newspapers need advertising to offset 
a large part of the expenses involved in pub­
lication. This being the case, any restric· 
tions in newsprint must reduce the size· of 
newspapers thus limiting, and in a measure 
reducing the amount of money available, 
not only to print, but to gather news so that 
the public may be informed. 

As I see it, there is a further danger that 
throughout the country there are many small 
newspapers, their size may already be small 
in number of pages, which would be harmed 
by a too drastic cut in the use of newsprint. 
In other words, with a large number of pages, 
a newspaper could easily cut 10, 20, or even 
50 percent and wind up with, let us say, 18 
or 20 pages which under normal conditions 
might be sufficient for news purposes. How­
ever, a publication starting out with tha 
same number of pages, the reductions being 
up to 50 percent, would force many news­
papers out of business. 

Let us also not penalize those publishers 
who by virtue of their foresight protected. 
themselves from such a war emergency aa 
we now find ourselves in, and those news­
print manufacturers who also contemplated 
the same restrictions and foresaw the need. 
of following a pattern which was not appre• 
hended by others at that time. 

There are perhaps many other things l 
could think of but possibly the above will 
be helpful. To be invincible we must bt 
informed. 

With kindest regards, I am, 
Yours sincerely, 

A. WARREN NORTON, 
Manager. 

FARM SECURITY, NATIONAL SECURITY. 
AND POST-WAR PLANNING-ADDRESS 
BY THE VICE PRESIDENT 
[Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma asked and ob­

tained leave to have printed in the RECORD 
an address entitled "Farm Security. National 
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Security, and Post-War Planning," delivered 
by the Vice President before a meeting of 
farmers and representatives of civic organi~ 
zations, Columbus, Ohio, March 8, 1943, 
which appears in the Appendix.] 

LET US DEFEND THE AMERICAN HOME­
ADDRESS BY SENATOR WHEELER 

[Mr. WHEELER asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD a radio address 
entitled "Let Us Defend the American Home," 
delivered by him on March 5, 1943, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 

WAR GUILT AND PUNISHMENT FOR WAR 
CRIMES - ARTICLE BY SENATOR 
THOMAS OF UTAH 
[Mr. THOMAS of Utah asked and obtained 

leave to have printed in the RECORD an article 
having to do with war guilt and punishment 
for crimes against humanity, written by him, 
published in the American magazine, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 

PLANTING THE VICTORY GARDEN­
ADDRCSS BY SENATOR LUCAS 

[Mr. O'MAHONEY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the REcoRD an address 
entitled "Planting the Victory Garden," de~ 
livered by Senator LucAs at a banquet of the 
Catholic Charities of Rockford, Ill., on March 
7, 1943, which appears in the Appendix.] 

TASKS OF CONGRESS-ARTICLE BY 
SENATOR MURRAY 

[Mr. GREEN asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an article by 
Senator MuRRAY relating to the tasks facing 
Congress, which appears in the Appendix.] 

ADDRESS BY THE UNDER SECRETARY OF 
STATE AT CONVOCATION OF UNIVER~ 
SITY OF TORONTO 
(Mr. RADCLIFFE asked and obtained leave 

to havr. printed in the RECORD an address 
delivered by Hon. Sumner Welles, Under 
Secretary of State, at the convocation of the 
University of Toronto, Toronto Canada, Feb~ 
ruary 26, 1943, which appears in the Appen­
dix.] 

TRADE AGREEMENTS IN A NEW WORLD­
ARTICLE BY SUMNER WELLES 

[Mr. HATCH asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an article ·en­
titled "Trade Agreements in a New World," 
by Sumner Welles, Under Secretary of State, 
published in the Atlantic Monthly for March 
1943, which appears in the Appendix.) 

RURAL ELECTRIFICATION-ADDRESS BY 
HON. GEORGE W. NORRIS 

[Mr. HILL asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an address on 
rural electrification delivered by Hon. George 
W. Norris, of Nebraska, at the National R-ural 
Electric Cooperative Association meeting at 
St. Louis, Mo., on January 19, 1943, which 
appears in the Appendix.] 

WASHINGTON DINNER ADDRESS BY 
AMBROSE O'CONNELL 

[Mr. O'MAHONEY asked and obtained 
leave to have printed in the RECORD an ad­
dress delivered by Hon. Ambrose O'Connell, 
vice chairman of the Democratic National 
Committee, at the George Washington din­
ner, March 6, 1943, at Milwaukee, Wis., which 
appears in the Appendix.] 

BOUNDARIES OF SMALLER NATIONS­
ARTICLE BY CONSTANTINE BROWN 

[Mr. REYNOLDS asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the RECORD an article con­
cerning the boundaries of smaller nations 
written by Constantine Brown and publi'llhed 
in the Washington (D. C.) Star of March 1, 
1943, which appears in the AppendiX.] 

SECRECY IN DIPLOMACY-ADDRESS BY 
HUGH M. GRANT 

[Mr. REYNOLDS asked and obtained leave 
to have printed· in the RECORD an article by 
Charles Pennington embodying an address 
delivered by Dr. Hugh G. Grant, former 
United States Minister to Albania, in Chat­
tanooga, Tenn., which appears in the 
Appendix.] 

THE NATIONAL YOUTH ADMINISTRA­
TION-LETTER FROM HOWARD D. 
GREGG 
[Mr. TUNNELL asked and obtained leave 

to have printed in the RECORD a letter from 
Howard D. Gregg, president of the State 
College for Colored Students at Dover, Del., 
advocating continuance of the National 
Youth Administration, which appears in the 
Appendix.] 

VOLUNTARY EMPLOYMENT-EDITORIAL 
FROM HARTFORD (CONN.) COURANT 

[Mr. MALONEY asked and obtained leave 
to have printed in the REcoRD an editorial 
entitled "To Keep Employment Voluntary," 
published in the Hartford (Conn.) Courant 
of March 6, 1943, which appears in the 
Appendix.] 

REVIEW OF NATIONAL DAffiY SITUATION 

[Mr. AIKEN asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD a review of the 
national dairy situation issued by the Na­
tional Cooperative Milk Producers' Federa­
tion under date of March 8, 1943, which 
appears in the Appendix.) 

THE MOST DESPICABLE SABOTEUR-EDI­
TORIAL FROM FORT WAYNE (IND.) 
NEWS-SENTINEL 

[Mr. WILLIS asked and obtained leave to 
have printed in the RECORD an editorial en­
titled "The Most Despicable Saboteur" pub­
lished in the Fort Wayne (Ind.) News-Sen­
tinel of March 6, 1943, which appears in the 
Appendi::lt.] 

PROPOSED CONSTRUCTION OF PIPE LINE 
FROM TEXAS TO INDIANA 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair 
lays before the Senate a resolution com­
ing over from a previous day, which will 
be stated. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A resolution (S. 
Res. 103) to investigate certain matters 
in connection with the proposed con­
struction of an additional pipe line from 
Texas to Indiana, submitted by Mr. 
CLARK of Missouri (and other Senators) 
on February 15, 1943. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi­
dent, I ask that the resolution may be 
passed over without prejudice. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob­
jection, it is so ordered. 
HOSPITALIZATION, DOMICILIARY CARE, 

AND BURIAL BENEFITS IN CERTAIN 
WORLD WAR NO.2 CASES 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi­
dent, from thL Committee on Finance I 
report back with amendments the bill 
<H. R. 1749) to amend Veterans Regula­
tion No. 10, as amended, and I submit 
a report <No. 96) thereon. The bill is 
knowp as the act granting hospitaliza­
tion, domiciliary care, and burial benefits 
in certain World War No. 2 cases. 

I now move that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of Calendar No. 73, 
Senate bill 230, a companion bill to the 

bill which I have just reported from the 
Committee on Finance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will 
be read by title. 

The CHIEF CLERK. A bill (S. 230) to 
amend Veterans Regulation No. 10, as 
amended, to grant hospitalization, domi­
ciliary care, and burial benefits to certain 
World War No. 2 cases. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on the motion of the Senator from 
Missouri. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President­
The VICE PRESIDENT. The motion 

is not debatable. 
Mr. McNARY. I thought the Senator 

had asked unanimous consent. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. No; the 

Senator made a motion. The question 
is on agreeing to the motion of the Sena­
tor from Missouri. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to consider the bill <S. 
230) to amend Veterans Regulation No. 
10, as amP.nded, to grant hosp:talization, 
domiciliary care, and burial benefits to 
certain World War No. 2 cases, which 
had been reported from the Committee 
on Finance with an amendment, on page 
1, line 6, after the word "following" and 
the colon, to strike out "Any officer, en­
listed man, member of the Army Nurse 
Corps (female) or Navy Nurse Corps 
(female) employed in the active military 
or naval service of the United States on 
or after December 7, 1941, and before the 
termination of the present war," and to 
insert: "World War No. 2-Any person 
who served in the 3.ctive military or naval 
service of the United States on or after 
December 7, 1941, a.nd before the ter­
mination of hostilities in the present war 
as determined by proclamation of the 
President or by concurrent resolution of 
the Congress: Provided, That the term 
'active military or naval service' as used 
herein, shall include active d~ty as a 
member of the Women's Army Auxiliary 
Corps, Women's Reserve of the Navy and 
Marine Corps, and the Women's Reserve 
of the Coast Guard", so as to make the 
bill read: · 

Be it enacted, etc., That paragraph IV of 
Veterans Regulation No. "10, as amended, 
is hereby amended by striking out the pe­
riod at the end thereof and substitut­
ing therefor a colon and the following: 
"World War No. 2-Any person who served 
in the active military or naval service of the 
United States on or after D .cember 7, 1941, 
and before the termination of hostilities in 
the present war as determined by proclama­
tion of the President or by concurrent reso­
lution of the Congress: Provided, That the 
term 'active mUitary cr naval service', as 
usee' herein, shall include active duty as a 
member of the Women's Army Auxiliary 
Corps, Women's Reserve of the Navy and 
Marine Corps, and the Women's Reserve of 
the Coast Guard." 

Mr. CLARK of MissourL Mr. Presi­
dent, House bill 1749 was passed by the 
House of _Jtepresentatives unanimously, 
has been considered at length by the 
veterans' subcommittee of the Committee 
on Finance and unanimously reported 
by that subcommittee to the full com­
mittee, and unanimously reported by the 
full committee to the Senate. 
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The pur.pose of the bill is to extend to 
veterans who are now being discharged, 
who may have suffered disability, and 
who have become veterans of World War 
No.2, the same opportunity for hospitali­
zation, domiciliary care, and burial bene­
fits as those which have hitherto been 
granted to veterans of World War No. 1. 

Mr. President, it . is an emergency 
matter for the reason that there are 
many men now being discharged from 
the armed forces after service in World 
War War No. 2 as to whose status in 
veterans' hospitals, under the present 
law, there is ·some doubt. As a result 
thereof, men are being discharged-and 
this is particularly true of mental cases 
and tuberculosis cases-from the armed 
forces, and their families are being noti­
fied to come and get them; that they are 
not entitled under the present law to 
hospitalization in veterans' ·hospitals. 
Many men have been sent to State in­
sane asylums, or efforts have been made 
to place them in State insane asylums, 
but the State authorities have been re­
luctant to take them, on the ground that 
this is purely a Federal obligation. I 
am ashamed to say, Mr. President, that 
in a considerable number of cases, par­
ticularly mental cases, the families of 
the men have been unable to take care 
of them, the State institutions have been 
unwilling to receive them, and so the 
men themselves, after being discharged 
from the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, and 
the Coast Guard of the United States, 
have actually been confined in common 
jails, through no other fault of their 
own than that they had suffered serious 
mental derangement, in many cases as 
the direct result of their service in the 
armed forces of the United States. 

So, by the proposed legislation it is 
our purpose simply to do now at the 
outset of the emergency the same thing 
that was done 5% years after the last 
war, and which has been the policy of 
the United States Government ever since 
as to veterans of World War No. 1. I 
say it would be a disgrace to the United 
States to permit this situation to con­
tinue. 

Mr. President, in fairness I should say 
that the Veterans' Bureau proposed an 
amendment which would require the dis­
abilities to have been noted in the serv­
ice. Neither the Veterans' Subcommit­
tee nor the full House committee, nor 
the Finance Committee of the Senate 
were willing to accept such an amend­
ment for the reason that under the 
present law and regulations, which are 
simply extended to the veterans of 
World War No. 2, the Administrator of 
:Veterans' Affairs has the power and the 
right and the duty, by regulation, to 
prescribe priorities in acceptances into 
hospitals and the extension of the facili­
ties of the hospitals, so, under the proper 
regulations prescribed by the Veterans' 
Bureau, there is no danger of a man 
coming home with fiat feet and crowding 
out mental cases or tubercular cases, or 
men who are bitterly and urgently in 
need of hospitalization. 

Mr. President, I hope the committee 
amendment may be adopted. It pro­
vides simply for the status of the WAAC's, 
the WAVES, the SPARS, and members 
of other organizations, entitling them to 

hospitalization, but not to any pecuniary 
benefits. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the committee amend­
ment to Senate bill 230. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi­

dent, I now ask unanimous consent to 
substitute for the Senate bill, House bill 
1749, which has just been favorably re­
ported with an amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there ob­
jection to the request of the Senator 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK]? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the bill <H. R. 
1749) to amend Veterans Regulation No. 
10, as amended, which had been reported 
from the Flnance Committee, with an 
amendment to strike out all after the 
enacting clause and to insert the fol­
lowing: 

That paragraph IV of Veterans Regulation 
No. 10, as amended, is hereby amended by 
striking out the period at the end thereof 
and substituting therefor a colon and the 
following: "World War II-Any person who 
served in the active military or naval service 
of the United States on or after December 
7, 1941, and before the termination of hos­
tilities in the present war as determined by 
proclamation of the President or by con­
current resolution of the Congress: Provided, 
That the term 'active military or naval serv­
ice,' as used herein, shall include active duty 
as a member of the Women's Army Auxiliary 
Corps, Women's Reserve of the Navy and 
Marine Corps, and the Women's Reserve of 
the Coast Guard." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the committee amend­
ment. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi­
dent, the committee amendment to the 
House bill strikes out all after the enact­
ing clause, and substitutes therefor the 
language of the Senate bill, as amended. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment; 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question 

is on the engrossment of the amendment 
and the third reading of the bill. 

The amendment was ordered to be en­
grossed, and the bill to be read a third 
time. 

The bill (H. R. 17 49) was read the third 
time and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: 
"An act to amend Veterans Regulation 
No. 10, as amended, to grant hospitaliza­
tion, domiciliary care, and burial benefits 
in certain World War II cases." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob­
jection, Senate bill230 will be indefinitely 
postponed. 

FREEDOM OF THE PRESS 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. President, I wish 
to occupy a few minutes of the time of the 
Senate, and for the sake of continuity 
I ask the privilege of not being inter­
rupted until I shall have finished my 
remarks. at which time I shall be glad to 
answer questions. 

Mr. President, America is engaged to­
day in the greatest war effort in its en­
tire history, an effort which will tax the 
human, and the material, as well as the 
spiritual resources of a hundred and 
thirty-five million people to a greater 

extent than ever before. The restric­
tions and restraints; the sufferings and 
the sorrows of a global war are not only 
apparent but are becoming very real. 

This war touches every shore, en ... 
compasses every sky, and takes in every 
body of water on the face of the earth. 
We are in to win, we must win, we will 
win, and America and its entire citizenry 
are willing to make every necessary sac­
rifice to that end. 

But the question constantly arising in 
loyal American minds is how a free peo­
ple can best utilize their form of gov­
ernment, their manpower, and their 
resources to win in a global war. 

War is the most costly and devastat­
ing activity of man, and there must be 
a definite purpose for which men are 
willing to make supreme sacrifices. Our 
liberty, our right to be free was the re­
sult of a war. The purpose of that war 
was not entirely clear nor defined until 
there was a meeting of the minds result­
ing in the Declaration of Independence. 
With that defined determination, the 
armies of the colonies were-united under 
one flag and victory was won. Out of 
victory came a government of written 
rules, of distributed authority, of divided 
powers made permanent by the writing 
and adoption of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Even the written Constitution was not 
satisfactory to the people who had made 
such great sacrifices for liberty. They 
demanded in addition what is commonly 
known as the Bill of Rights in which 
they enumerated the rights of the peo­
ple. The first amendment provided as 
follows: 

Congress shall make ·no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the 
free exercise thereof; or abridging the free­
dom of speech, or of the press; or the right 
of the people peaceably to assemble, and to 
petition the Governwent for a redress o! 
grievances. 

Under this written form of govern­
ment with guaranteed human rights, we 
have become outstanding among those 
nations of the earth where men of every 
nationality, creed, and color, have as­
sembled and live in harmony. Now we 
must stand our greatest test, "trial by 
battle" on all the seas, in all the skies. 
and on the battle fronts of the entire 
world. 

Early in this war, the President of the 
United States formulated two pro­
nouncements as the laudable objectives 
for which our citizens are fighting and 
dying. First, the "four freedoms," and 
second, tile Atlantic Charter. 

There are some who fear that there 
are persons in this country, both in and 
outside our Government service, who 
would pull the flag of the Atlantic 
Charter so high that it would supersede 
our Constitution, and there are those 
who would elevate the banner of the 
"four freedoms" to such an extent that 
we would lose sight of our own Bill of 
Rights. 

When we engage in war we engage to 
win. War follows the rule of necessity; 
we do the things that are necessary to 
win. The strategy of the war, the type 
and size of our Army, our Navy, and Air 
Corps, the type of weapons and their 
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number, are determined by the necessi­
ties of the hour and the turn of events, 
but we must be sure that in all this un­
precedented war effort we follow the 
rules laid down in the Constitution and 
continue to guard the human protection 
provided for in our Bill of Rights. 

It is significant that the founding 
fathers included in the rights to be de­
manded for the people the following 
language: 

Congress shan make no law • • • 
abridging the freedom of the press. 

It can be truthfully said that the pre­
cious rights of individual men and the 
fundamental institution of our repre­
sentative form of government have been 
fostered and defen'ded by the free press 
of America more than by any other ele­
ment of our national life, and that so 
long as we remain freemen and are indi­
vidually willing to fight, to suffer, and 
to die to preserve a free form of govern­
ment, we must recognize no emergency 
as being so great as to necessitate the 
destruction or unnecessary abridgement 
of the free press of America. 

Recent orders and counterorders is­
sued in connection with the amounts of 
paper to be used by newspapers arrest 
attention and cause concern regarding 
what seem to be related events going 
back over a number of years. Their 
character provokes inquiry and com­
ment. 

Approximately 10 years ago an at­
~empt was made under the guise of na­
tional emergency to regulate all the 
industries of America. So-called codes 
of fair competition were drawn up for 
the various industries. But the bright 
minds who developed the codes of fair 
competition forgot to take into consid­
eration that the press is one industry 
and the only industry that was guar­
anteed its freedom from abridgement by 
the Constitution of the United States. 
The Bill of Rights was never intended to 
guarantee the freedom of the press only 
for the benefit of the publisher. The 
importance of the guaranty was the 
people's right to have the publisher free 
for their protection and their benefit. 

Notwithstanding the provision of pro­
tection of the press in the Bill of Rights, 
a code of fair competition was drawn 
up for the newspaper industry of Amer­
ica. Each publisher assenting to this 
code without . reservation would have 
thereby waived his constitutional rights 
and would have submitted himself to the 
future regulations and arbitrary rulings 
of an administrator. 

The newspapers of the country,· which 
have always guarded the rights provided 
for the people, waged a successful fight 
to have inserted a saving clause in the 
code affecting newspapers, which read as 
follows: 

Those submitting this code recognize that 
pursuant to section 10-B of the act, the 
President may from time to time cancel or 
modify any order approving this code but 
in submitting or subscribing to this code, the 
publishers do not thereby consent t.o any 
modification thereof, except as each may 
thereto subsequently agree, nor 'do they 
thereby waive any constitutional rights or 
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consent to the imposition of any . require­
ments that might restrict or interfere with 
the constitutional guaranty of the freedom 
of the press. 

The President declared that no one 
consenting to this code waived any con­
stitutional rights, adding: · 

The recitation of the freedom of the press 
clause in the code has no more place than 
would the recitation of the whole Constitu­
tion or the Ten Commandments. 

The publishers, however, insisted that 
if this added section made no modifica­
tion, there should be no objection to its 
inclusion, and it was included. 

It is well that it was included, for 
shortly thereafter the Attorney General, 
the appointed legal offi.cer of the admin­
istration, included the following para­
graph in his brief in the case of the 
United States against the Weirton Steel 
Co., as follows: 

The defendant having applied for approval 
under ~he Recovery Act of a code of fair 
competition and having obtained the benefits 
accruing to it under the act, by reason of 
such approval, cannot attack the constitu­
tionality of the provision of that code. 

It is a well-settled rule in the Federal 
courts that-

One who has himself voluntarily invoked 
a statute, who has received the benefits flow­
ing from a statute, is estopped to assert its 
unconstitutionality. 

• In other words, the Attorney General 
did contend that those who had accepted 
the code without reservation had waived 
their constitutional objections. 

The predominant fear in the minds of 
the publishers of this country at that 
time was the fear of licensing by the 
Government of the press of America. It 
might be well to point out that at the 
time of the drafting of the Constitution 
and the adoption of the Bill of Rights, 
there were three agencies in this countrY 
which were pred6tilinant in the building 
of public opinion. They were the press, 
the public platform, and the pulpits of 
America. It is significant that the peo­
ple insisted that all three be guaranteed 
freedom in the written Bill of Rights. 

It might be well further to point out 
that at that time there were no motion 
pictures, and there was no radio. Both 
are now subject to licensing or regula­
tion by the Government today. 

It was the predominant fear of the 
publishers, confronted with this bureau­
cratically developed code, that there 
might be an insistence later on licensing 
the press of America. 

We find some evidence later that would 
bear that out. Last spring when the 
Office of Defense Transportation issued 
its early orders restricting the use of 
rubber-tired vehicles for the very laud­
able purpose of saving rubber, no men­
tion was made in those original orders of 
newspapers specifically. No recognition 
was given to their importance as an es­
sential industry. 

The drastic restrictions originally con­
templated would have reduced the press 
of America to one edition a day, which 
would have resulted in putting many 
newspapers out of business. 

After long periods of negotiation, mod­
ifications were adopted, resulting in a 
40 percent reduction in the mileage of 
newspaper trucks. 

Not only were 'the constitutional guar­
anties of the press overlooked, but their 
importance to the national welfare was 
likewise overlooked and ignored. It 
might be pointed out here that in our 
modern civilization, the right to dis­
tribute the news is a part of the right to 
print it. 
· The freedom of the press can be 

abridged in many ways, namely, by 
denying access to the news, denying the 
facilities to print, or denying the facili­
ties to distribute the printed work to the 
people by unnecessary and arbitrary 
regulations, restrictions, or restraints. 

This attitude of disregard for the 
rights of the press was repeated in No­
vember in the issuance of Offi.ce of De­
fense Transportation Order No. 21. Un­
der this order, a certificate of war neces­
sity was required for every commercial 
motor vehicle. Under its provisions, the 
Administrator had the power to desig­
nate the manner, the purpose, and the 
points between which each and every ve­
hicle should be operated. He also had 
the power to force the lease or rental of 
one owner's truck to another person or 
corporation. 

Under this order the foregoing powers 
were to be given to the Administrator­
~otwithstanding any contract, lease, or other 
commitment expressed or implied. 

Again, in applying for certificates of 
war necessity under this order, the press 
of America was required to waive consti­
tutional and legal rights under a provi­
sion whereby it agreed to surrender these 
certificates upon demand. With eternal 
vigilance, it insisted upon a paragraph 
as follows: 

In filing the attached application for a 
certificate of war necessity the undersigned 
does not waive any constitutional rights or 
consent to the imposition of any require­
ments that might restrict or interfere with 
the constitutional guaranteed right of a. 
newspaper publisher to distribute his publi­
cation. 

Since that time there have been fur­
ther curtailments and restrictions 
through the rationing of rubber. gaso­
line metals, machinery, and other ma­
teri~ls essential to the newspaper indus­
try. 

In the drafting of the Emergency Price 
Control Act of 1942, it was only after 
continued vigilance on the part of the 
press of America that exemptions from 
price fixing of advertising and circula­
tion rates were obtained. 

The interference on the part of the 
Government by the use of F. B. I. agents 
in visiting members of the Associated 
Press in an attempt to intimidate them 
and cause them to change their rules, 
and the subsequent suit brought by the 
Attorney General against the Associ­
ated Press are continued evidence of 
harassment of the press by some men in 
the present administration. 

Censorship of the press in time of war 
is most difficult, and at the same time 
most dangero~. In theory, it should be 
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used only to prevent valuable informa­
tion from reaching the enemy. In prac­
tice, however, it can be used to keep bad 
news from reaching the American peo­
ple, as was the case in the suppression 
of the facts regarding Pearl Harbor for 
a whole year after they were fully 
known to our enemies. Its use never 
should be tolerated to protect incompe­
tence or to conceal mistakes and fail­
ures on the part of public servants. The 
press cannot discharge its duty to the 
public if censorship is wrongfully admin­
istered. 

The action on the part of the Federal 
Communications Commission since 1941 
in preventing a newspaper from securing 
a license to operate a radio station-:-not 
because the public would not be well 
served, but only because the applicant 
was a publisher of a newspaper-is indic­
ative of a continued bias and hostility 
against the press of America. 

From time to time, the W. P. B. has 
issued orders curtailing the use of many 
materials important to the production of 
newspapers, such as metals, machinery, 
inks, and so forth. The one material 
which forms the very life-blood of a 
newspaper is newsprint, or the paper up­
on which the news is printed and dis­
tributed to the people. 

For more than 18 months, various 
bureaus and departments of the Govern­
ment have threatened to issue orders res­
tricting the use of newsprint to an ex­
tent varying from 10 to 70 percent. 
These threats have all been under the 
guise of war necessity, using the vaguest 
generalities in justification. Up to date, 
no genuine justification for these 
threatened curtailments has been made 
public. 

The first order limiting the consump­
tion of newsprint was issued by theW. P. 
B. effective January 1, 1943. It provided 
for an over-all reduction of approxi­
mately 10 percent. This the press ac­
cepted, although it questioned the neces­
sity for such a · reduction. Since then 
there have been various reports and con­
flicting suggestions of further curtail­
ment. However, it was officially an­
nounced on February 9 that an order was 
soon to be issued, effective April 1, for a 
further curtailment of newsprint amount­
ing to another 10 percent, and it was 
intimated that · further curtailments 
might follow. 

Through the continued vigilance of the 
press, aided by Members of the House of 
Representatives, a demand was made for 
the facts upon which this order was to 
be issued and proof of the necessity for 
any further cut. 

The facts to prove that a further cut 
was necessary were not submitted, and 
on February 20, 10 days following the 
announcement by the Government that 
a further cut was absolutely necessary, 
it was officially announced that any fur­
ther cut would be postponed indefinitely. 

It is, of course, possible that this pro­
posed curtailment was the unplanned re­
sult of the confu~ion which comes with 
the war effort. But tt is fitting to in­
quire whether orders for a curtailment 
of use of paper by newspapers is a con­
tinuation of the harassment which has 
marked the present administration's at-

titude toward newspapers, <>r is because 
of the necessities imposed by a national 
war economy. 

What are the facts which demand the 
impairment of one of the most important 
contributors to our successful drive for 
victory over our enemies? Do our war 
needs truly require this reduction? Or 
is there some other plan behind this 
move-some animus or group which 
schemes by this device to strangle Amer­
ican newspapers? 

The rescinding of the order only 10 
days after it was announced is evidence 
of further hostility to the press and the 
desire by some people holding responsible 
positions in the Government to unneces­
sarily interfere with the proper and all­
important functioning of the press of 
America. 

While these threats were being made 
to seriously limit consumption of news­
print, the disclosure was made on the 
Senate floor by the junior Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. HoLMAN] of the fabulous 
and extravagant use of paper to print 
the now famous magazine called "Vic­
tory," .for the self-glorification of the 
present administration. 

It was further disclosed by the junior 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. WILLIS] that 
the Government is using nearly 10 times 
as much paper today as it did in 1941. 

I believe that a full disclosure of tliis . 
increased use of paper by the Govern­
ment would show a determined desire 
on the part of some men in our present 
Government to supplant the free press of 
our country by Government dominated 
"news," through the use of handouts 
from the various Government bureaus. 

I believe that a full investigation of 
the publications issued by Government 
bureaus would show that enough paper 
is wasted to print all of the newspapers 
in a sizable percentage of the States of 
this entire Nation. 

As we move on in this gigantic effort 
of global war, there will be constan~ de­
mands for regulations and restrictions of 
every manner and kind, and the people 
will be looking constantly to their Repre­
sentatives in Congress to protect them 
and the press through which they may 
be constantly advised and informed of 
every phase of our war effort. 

In campaigns for enlistments, in scrap 
and salvage drives, in the sale of Govern­
ment bonds and securities, in aiding the 
people concerning the details of ration­
ing and restrictive orders, the press of 
America has contributed its full share 
to the magnificent war effort of our 
country. 

This unprecedented service, presenting 
complete daily, visual coverage of na­
tional objectives, could not have been ac­
complished by any other medium or 
agency. 

Today and in the future, the house­
wives of America will be determining the 
daily diet under the point system of ra­
tioning the food of our entire popUlation 
through the aid of a page out of some 
newspaper hanging on the kitchen wall 
or on the cupboard door. 

A newspaper is not a warship, a plane, 
a tank, or a battalion of infantry, but it 
serves in its field just as fittingly and 
importantly. 

Modern war has spread from the land 
and the sea to a third dimension-the 
ski. It may also be said to have ex­
tended to a fourth dimension-the hu­
man mind. In the last-mentioned field , 
of warfare there can be no more success­
ful weapon than the newspaper. It car .. 
ries the war to our enemies-not by ex­
plosive bomb or torpedo, but by the great-
er impact of concrete expressions of the 
ideals of truth and liberty. 

In these times of national peril, the 
American people look rightfully to their 
Government for light and leadership. 
Reciprocally, a representative govern­
ment in its own self-interest is impelled 
to seek contact with its citizens. Neither 
can exist in peace or in war without the 
other, and there is no channel of com­
munication which is so mobile, so potent, 
and so mutually helpful as the news­
papers of our country. · 

The newspaper has already had its 
valuable contributions to this Nation re­
duced by the shortages of rubber and the 
rationing of gasoline. We cannot stand 
by now and watch new handicaps un­
justly imposed. We cannot tolerate 
those stupid minds which fancy they can. 
do without the newspaper-or who want 
to bend it to their selfish purposes. 

The destruction of the newspaper in 
Germany was one of the steps taken to 
put Hitler's gangsters into power. With­
out a strong, free press in the United 
States, the American people will be with­
out one of their most vigorous protago­
nists, one which more than any other 
force, save perhaps this Congress, has 
remained true to the idea of American 
liberty. 

Weaken the press, and the people will 
be without a means through which they 
can give fullest support to their Gov­
ernment in the grim fight ahead. On its 
side, the Government will be without one 
of its most potent means to achieve an 
early victory. . 

Congress shares today equal responsi­
bility with the other branches of the 
Government in the successful prosecu­
tion of the war and in setting up means 
by which the civilian public may preserve 
the rights and liberties guaranteed them 
under the Constitution. We cannot ah­
dicate. We cannot shrug off our respon­
sibilities. The fate of this Republic is as 
much in our hands as it is in the hands of 
those bureaucrats who have been placed 
in official positions under the war powers 
granted by this body, but .who are not 
directly answerable to the electorate of 
this Nation as we are. We cannot stand 
by trustingly in the assumption that the 
purposes for which we enacted legisla­
tion are the sole preoccupation of those 
who are active in carrying out adminis­
tration of the laws. Experience has 
shown that we can place little confidence 
in the claims of certain individuals that 
the war wholly engrosses their attention 
and that the vast powers granted them 
are used solely to achieve victory over 
the Axis Powers. 

The vital importance and essentiality 
of our American press increases as the 
shadows of this global war begin to 
lengthen. The importance and essen­
tiality of our American press will grow 
as the rays of peace begin to dawn. It 
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will be doubly important that aU our 
people be well informed by a free and · 
alert press concerning the various pro­
posals of suggested programs for the 
future peace of thP. world. 

Congress has no greater responsibility 
than to assure the people that the press 
of this country will be protected and 
preserved in full vigor, and to notify the 
heads of the bureaus that we, the repre­
sentatives of the people, will not tolerate 
any further unnecessary or arbitrary re­
strictive or restraining order that will 
cause the press of America to become 
either ineffective or impotent. 

The .Pewspapers of America stand in 
the shadow of no other group's patri­
otism. They have been marked for 
their loyalty and for their energy and 
devotion to the cause you and I serve. 
But there is a persistent effort to brand 
them as pariahs, to smear and assail 
them, to separate them from their Gov­
ernment and from the people they serve. 

The movement should be seen for 
what it is. If there is malice, let us 
ascertain the ·reasons for it: If lt comes _ 
as the clumsy result of inexperienced 
administrators, let that fact be known­
what coterie, what clique, or what group 
of men constantly seek to impose these 
restrictions· on America's first and last 
line of freedom. _ 

The newspapers of America, I say, are 
ready to share in any deprivation re­
quired by the war; but prudence de­
mands that we inquire whether through 
the instrumentality of war regulations 
the newspapers are being made the tar­
get of an attack by enemies of America­
saboteurs who seek to destroy the news-· 
papers and, through destroying them, to 
destroy one of the most treasured rights 
of American citizens; 

When the Government established the 
recent base for the use of newsprint, 
they chose the amount used by the 
various newspapers in 1941 when the in­
terests of the American people were con­
cerned with wars between foreign na­
tions. That base ignored the present in­
terest and increased demands for news 
on the part of the American people when 
our own flesh and blood and our own 
country now are engaged in the death 
struggle of this global war. 

We need but to turn our eyes toward 
the countries of our enemies to see what 
follows the destruction of a free press. 
We have only to remember the oppres­
sion of the peoples of other lands to 
know what comes as the result of Gov­
ernment control of newspapers by emer­
gency regulations. Yes; we have only to 
read the history of our country to recall 
from what conditions our forefathers 
fled and why they surrouncied the press 
with these constitutional guaranties. 

Any step falsely taken which impairs 
the freedom and usefulness of newspa­
pers is a perfidious act. Those who join 
any such conspiracy are enemies of this 
Republic and active supporters of those 
alien philosophies against which the 
whole military and civilian power of this 
country is now being mustered and mar­
shaled. 

Attempts to hamstring newspapers 
strike at the very principles on which 
this country was founded. Our fore­
fathers foresaw the double importance 
of a free press as an inalienable right of 
the people and as a dynamic force in 
promulgating the ideals and idea of 
liberty. If they did not, why would they · 
have given it such singular mention in 
that great document under which this 
country has risen to a state which is the 
inspiration of-yes, the hope of the 
world today? 

Let me review and. summarize: First, 
the attempt to limit the press under 
N. R. A.; then the hostile attitude of the 
Federal Communications Commission; 
the tactics used by the F. B. I.~ and the 
subsequent suit against the Associated 
Press by the Department of Justice; the 
restrictions placed in the original draft 
of the Price Control Act and in the Office 
of Defense Transportation orders; the 
arbitrary censorship of the news and 
orders from the Office of War Informa­
tion; the rationing of rubber, gasoline, 
metals, and other materials; then the 10-
percent cut of newsprint, and the subse­
quent trend to cut the use of newsprint 
by 10 percent in addition, which threat­
ened ·order was withdrawn when a de­
mand for a justification was made; the 
failure of the War Manpower Commis­
sion to declare the press of the Nation 
as one of our essential industries. Here 
is the evidence of the progression of a · 
restrictive hand reaching out to limit 
and curtail the one instrument of in­
formatfon that was guaranteed its free· 
dom in the Constitution under which we 
live. Each restrictive step shrewdly pro­
gressed under the· cover of some ascribed 
emergency, but always short of a show­
down, and always with a passing, sooth­
ing assurance of "only this, and nothing 
more." 

The newspaper is the voice of freedom. 
The great minds which built a refuge 
and bastion for freemen in the United 
States perceived the necessity of keep­
ing the press free, and they took steps 
to implement that freedom. Are we to 
permit the use of sly, indirect methods 
through which the press is now to be 
brought finally under control? 

The fact that we are in a global war 
magnifies rather tha~ minimizes the 
importance of the press of this country. 

As we move deeper and deeper into 
this global war, our people are looking 
with increasing anxiety and interest for . 
the unadulterated news of each day to· 
be brought to them by a press free from 
unnecessary and vicious bureaucratic, 
efficiency-destroying restrictions. Yes, 
Mr. President; the people of America· 
are looking to the Congress, their elected 
officials and representatives, to protect 
their precious, priceless right to be 
served as freemen by the free press of 
America. 
LEND-LEASE MATERIALS FURNISHED TO 

RUSSIA 

Mr. CONNALLY obtained the floor. 
Mr. McNARY. I suggest the absence 

of a quorum. 
· The VICE PRESIDENT. The clerk 
will call the roll. 

The legislative clerk called the roll, 
and the following Senators answered to 
their names: 
Aiken 
Austin 
Balley 
Ball 
Bankhead 
Barkley 
Bilbo 
Bone 
Brewster 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Buck 
Bushfield 
Byrd 
Capper 
Caraway 
Chavez 
Clark, Idaho 
Clark, Mo. 
Connally 
Danaher 
Davis 
Downey 
Eastland 
Ellender 
Ferguson 
George 

Gerry 
Gillette 
Green 
Guffey 
Gurney 
Hatch 
Hawkes 
Hayden 
Hill . 
Holman 
Johnson, Calif. 

. Johnson, Colo, 
Kilgore 
La Follette 
Langer 
Lodge 
McCarran 
McClellan 
McNary 
Maloney 
May bank 
Mead 
Millikin 
Moore 
Murdock 
Nye 
O'Danlel 

O'Mahoney 
Overton 
Pepper 
Radcliffe 
Reed 
Revercomb 
Reynolds 
Scrugham 
Shipstead 
Smith 
Stewart 
Taft 
Thomas, Okla. 
Thomas, Utah 
Tunnell 
Tydings 
Vandenberg 
Wagner 
Walsh 
Wheeler 
Wherry 
White 
Wiley 
Willis 
Wilson 

Mr. HILL. I announce that the Sen­
ator from Florida [Mr. ANDREWs], the 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. GLASS], the 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKEL· 
LARJ, and the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
VAN NuYsJ are· absent from the Senate 
because of illness. 

The Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
CHANDLER], the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
LucAs], the Senator from Arizona [Mr. 
McFARLAND], the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. MURRAY], the Senator from Mis- · 
souri [Mr. TRUMAN], and the Senator 
from Washington [Mr. WALLGREN] are 
absent on official business for the Senate. 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Rus­
SELL] is necessarily absent. 

Mr. McNARY. The Senator from Wy­
oming [Mr. ROBERTSON], the Senator 
from Idaho [Mr. THOMAS], the Senator 
from Nebraska [Mr. BUTLER], the Sen­
ator from New Jersey [Mr. BARBOUR], and 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. BuRTON] are 
necessarily absent. 

The Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. ToBEY] requested that announce- . 
ment be made that he is necessarily ab­
sent today attending the last surviving 
forum of pure democracy in the United 
States, the annual New England town 
meeting in his home town of Temple, 
N.H. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Seventy-nine 
Senators have answered to their names. 
A quorum is present. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, the 
country was no doubt astounded to read 
in this morning's newspapers reports as 
to what Admiral Standley, our Ambassa­
dor at Moscow, is reported to have said 
with respect to the failure of the Russian 
people to receive information regarding 
the aid which the United States has been 
giving to Russia during the course of the 
present war. 

Mr. President, there is now pending 
before the Committee on Foreign Rela­
tions a bill to extend· the operations of 
the lend-lease law for 1 year. It is ex­
pected that tomorrow the Committee on 
Foreign Relations will give consideration 
to the extension of that act. The For­
eign Affairs Committee of the Hm.:se of · 
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Representatives has already unani­
mously, I understand, reported favorably 
a similar bill to the House, and it is now · 
under discussion in that body. 

Mr. President, .I regard the statement 
of Admiral Standley as a most unfortu­
nate one. As a matter of fact, informa­
tion of aid extended by the United States 
to the Russian armies has been given to 
the Russian people. I am advised that 
Pravda, which is the official newspaper 
of the Communist ·party and the Gov­
ernment of Russia, on the 27th day of 
January printed in its columns a report 
made by Mr. Stettinius, the Lend-Lease 
Administrator, as to the aid which had 
been·extended up until that date. I am 
furthermore advised that the Russian 
press, from time to time, carries the ad­
dresses and speeches of Mr. Churchill and 
President Roosevelt with respect to what 
we have been doing and what we purpose 
to do with regard to Russia. 

I desire to submit a brief statement of 
what we have been doing in that regard 
within the scope of the war. 

For the morning newspapers ·or March 
8 Mr. Stettinius released a press state­
ment which I ask that the clerk read. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without ob- · 
jection, the clerk will read as requested. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
E. R. Stettinius, Jr., Lend-Lease Admin­

istrator, made public today the follow­
fng facts and figures on lend-lease ·aid to 
Russia: 

In addition to the many thousand planes, 
tanks, and guns shipped to the Soviet Union 
the United States has provided: (1) Consid­
erable quantities of raw materials for Rus­
sia's munitions industry: (2) important 
transportation and communications equip­
ment for use along and behind the long 
Russian front. 

Up to February 1, 1943, we had shipped to 
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics more 
than 580,000 tons of steel, 46,000 tons of 
aluminum and duraluminum, 21,500 tons of 
zinc, 94,000 tons of copper and brass, and 
other industrial materials such as nickel and 
molybdenum for Soviet factories making 
planes, tanks, and other war equipment. 
We have shipped 50,000 tons of toluol and 
TNT and 75,000 tons of other chemicals for 
Soviet production of bombs, high explosive 
shells, and other munitions. 

For Soviet railroads we have sent 75,000 
tons of rails and 17,000 tons of other railroad 
equipment. We have sent 140,000 field tele­
phones in addition to hundreds of thousands 
of miles of field telephone wire. We have 
shipped 268,000 tons of petroleum products for 
the operation of Soviet planes and trucks. 

Of the 99,000 military motor vehicles other 
than tanks shipped to Soviet Union from 
the United States tens of thousands of trucks 
are employed in maintaining supply lines 
behind the Russian front. We have shipped 
72,500 trucks, 17,500 jeeps and armored cars, 
,7,700 motorcycles and 1,300 military tractors. 

We have shipped nearly 3,000,000 pairs 
of army boots for Soviet soldiers who battle 
in snow and ice and mud in addition to 
18,000 tons of sole leather for Red Army 
shoes made in Soviet factories. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, my 
authority for referring to the action of 
Pravda, the newspaper of Moscow, is 
that the New York Times on January 
24, 1943, reported that Pravda, one of the 
leading newspapers of the Soviet Union, 
contained a news item about the planes, 
tanks, motor vehicles, and like articles, 

supplied to the Soviets by the British and 
ourselves. 

I wish to call attention to the fact 
that those who use such article~ol- . 
diers and others--are bound to know 
that they are from the United States, 
because they have characteristics and · 
individualities which distinguish them 
from articles manufactured in other 
countries. The people of Russia, seeing 
and using a great multitude of United 
States and British lend-lease supplies, 
must of necessity know of the lend-lease 
aid which has been supplied to Russia. 

I think it is of interest to note that a 
recent story by Mr. Henry Cassidy, who 
is head of the Associated Press Bureau 
in Moscow, clearly indicates that the 
people of Soviet Russia not only know 
of but appreciate the supplies which have 
been sent to them under lend-lease. 
The full report of Mr. Cassidy's article, 
which appeared in the New York Times 
of March 6, indicates that the people of , 
Russia know a good deal about the lend­
lease aid which is reaching them. Mr. 
Cassidy also had an article in the Feb­
ruary 28 issue of the Washington Star, 
which points out substantially the same 
facts about the knowledge of the Rus· 
sian people as to lend-lease aid. 

The Russian newspapers generally re­
port in full the speeches of President 
Roosevelt and Prime Minister Churchill, 
many of which relate to lend-lease aid. 

I should like to have Senators observe 
that up to March 1, 1943, the United 
States had sent 3,250,000 tons of lend­
lease supplies to Russia, covering such 
a great variety of it@lS of distinctly 
American type that the Russian soldiers · 
and people, as I observed a moment ago, 
are bound to know whence these articles 
come. 

We have sent to Russia more than 
2,600 airplanes, more than 3,000 tanks, 
more than 130,000 submachine guns, 
about 90,000 jeeps, armored cars, and 
other military vehicles, hundreds of 
thousands of field telephones, thousands 
of miles of field telephone wire, and 580,-
000 tons of steel and steel products. 

We have also sent them American 
motorcycles, gas-driven generators, 
chemicals and chemical products, army 
boots and sole le~her, and other indus­
trial products. In addition to these 
munitions, large quantities of American 
food have been sent to Russia, and as to 
much of this there are various indica­
tions to the Soviet Army and the Rus­
sian people that the food has come from 
this country. 

Mr. President, I ask to have inserted 
in the RECORD without reading a brief 
report prepared by Mr. Stettinius, issued 
on January 20, 1943, with respect to ex .. 
penditures in .behalf of Russia. The 
statement gives an outline of supplies 
furnished up to the time of the report. 

There being no objection, the report 
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

The United States made important prog­
ress in 1942 in sending arms and other, sup­
plies to the Soviet Union under lend:-lease. 
We have not yet been able to send as JllUCh. 
as we should like-or as much· as the Soviet 
Army needs-and part of what we have sent 

has been lost on the way. ·But, after a slow · 
start, lend-lease shipments ·have greatly in­
crea&ed. They are continuing to increase in 
spite of the shortage of shipping and enemy 
attacks along the difficult supply routes to 
Russia. 

Lend-lease shipments of war . suppUes to 
the Union of Soviet Socialist Republics in . 
November 1942 reached a new high. In 
November 1942 the exports to Russia were 13 
times the total sent in January 1942. Two­
thirds of the value of November shipments 
were accounted for by military items. The 
balance were industrial materials for Soviet 
munitions factories and food for the Soviet 
Army. . 

Up to January 1, 1943, the United States 
has shipped to the Soviet Union under lend­
lease more than 3,200 tanks. This ft; more 
than have been sent under lend-lease to any 
other country since the beginning of the 
lend-lease program in March 1941, although 
lend-lease aid to Russia did not begin until 
October 1941--8 months later. 

We have sent to the Soviet Union under 
lend-lease almost 2,600 planes. This is more 
than we have shipped to the United Kingdom 
or any other m111tary theater. We have sent 
81,000 trucks and jeeps and other m111tary 
motor vehicles to the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics. 

The United Kingdom has also supplied 
the Soviet Union with quantities of military 
equipment produced in Great Britain. The 
United Kingdom has shipped to Russia more 
than 2,600 tanks and more than 2,000 planes. 
These arms are being supplied to cRussia by 
the United Kingdom on a lend-lease basis. 

Lend-lease shipments of food to the Soviet 
Union from the United States are rapidly 
growing in importance. We have now begun 
sending food to the Soviet Union in greater 
quantities than to the United Kingdom. As 
the Soviet armies take the offensive a suf­
ficient supply of food is as vital to their suc­
cess as planes and tanks .. 

The people of the Soviet Union have so 
far waged their magnificent battle against 
the Nazis principally with their own arms. 
But lend-lease aid to Russia has started tQ 
grow to sizable proportions. It wlll grow still 
more iv. 1943. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, I also 
ask unanimous consent to have inserted 
in the RECORD another report by Mr. 
Stettinius for release February 19, 1943. 

There being no objection, the report 
was ordered to be inserted in the RECORD, 
as follows:. 

. Since the beginning of the Soviet aid 
program the United States has shipped more 
than 2,900,000 tons of war supplies to the 
Soviet Union. 

Lend-lease shipments of war supplies to 
the Soviet Union in January were almost 10 
percent greater than in the previous month. 

The great majority of the supplies that we 
have shipped to Russia are reaching their 
destinations. In December 1942 and Janu­
ary 1943 there were no losses, although fur­
ther losses in later months are to be ex­
pected. 

Two-thirds of all shipments to the Soviet 
Union from the United States have been 
made in American ships. 

The Soviet Army continues to sustain its 
great offensives principally with Russian­
produced weapons. Lend-lease supplies have 
played a small but important part. Ameri­
can tanks, planes, and trucks are continuo. 
ing to go forward. In addition we have sent 
to .the Soviet Union many other vital mill· 
tary supplies. Fo:u example, we have sent 

' hundreds of thousands of miles of field tele­
: phone wire which have been of major 1m­
. portance in .the. maintenance of Soviet Army 

communications on the · 3,000-mile Russian 
front. we have shipped a considerable 
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amount of steel, which Soviet factories have 
made into Russian tanks, and chemicals, 
which they have used in the manufacture 
of Russian bombs and high-explosive shells 
that are now ripping apart the Nazi lines. 

January shipments of food to Russia were 
one-fifth larger than in December. This food 
is urgently needed by the Soviet Army. We 
sent many thousahds of tons of wheat and 
flour , sugar, canned pork, dried beans and 
other vegetables, lard, and vegetable fats. We 
have so far been able to send only very small 
amounts of butter, which the Russians have 
requested especially for their wounded sol· 
diers in military hospitals. In January but· 
ter shipments amounted to 682 tons. This 
was the equivalent of less than one-sixth of 
an ounce from each man, woman, and child 
in the United States. 

We shall continue to make every effort to 
increase the flow of lend-lease supplies for 
Russia to g~ater proportions. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, the 
Committee on Foreign Relations of the 
Senate has had interim reports from the 
Lend-Lease Administrator and his as­
sistants and has a full and complete 
report, partly in public hearings and 
partly in executive hearings, the reports 
of which are not yet printed, as to the 
volume of aid which we have been send­
ing to Russia. 

It is most unfortunate that any inci­
dent might be provoked at this time 
which would in anywiSe cause any fric­
tion or unpleasant reaction as between 
Russia and the United States. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield for one question? 

Mr. CONNALLY. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. I am very happy 

that the Senator has presented the rec­
ord this morning in the fashion in which 
he has presented it. The able Vice 
President of the United States sounded a 
timely warning yesterday about the ne­
cessity for our future friendly relation­
ship with Russia. He said, among 
other things, that in connection with 
future contacts it is very necessary that 
we do not "double-cross" Russia. At 
least on the fact of the record up to date 
I am sure we can all agree-can we not­
that we have not double-crossed Russia 
as yet? 

Mr. CONNALLY. The Senator is ab­
solutely accurate in his implication, and 
I thank him for the interruption. 

Mr. President, I hold in my hand a 
copy of the report of Mr. Stettinius up 
to December 31, 1942, which reveals that 
we have extended aid, in terms of dollars, 
in the amount of $1,532,230,000 for arms, 
munitions, and supplies for Russian 
account. 

I wish to observe that great volumes of 
these supplies intended for Russia had 
to be carried by convoy through the 
Arctic Sea to the northern ports of 
Russia. In the past we have suffered 
very severe losses in those convoys. 
Some of the munitions intended for Rus­
sia never reached her because of the 
dangers and hazards of sea transporta­
tion; but in recent months our losses have 
greatly declined, and for the past 2 or 3 
months they have been insignificant. 
With the opening of spring, however, the 
Lend-Lease Administrator is quite frank 
in saying tbat the percentage of losses 
may increase over the low point which 

we have been experiencing in the imme~ I wish to see Russia and the United 
diate past. . • States continue to cooperate. I wish to 

Mr. President, I wish to say to the see them cooperate after this war shall 
American people and to the Russian peo- have come to an end. 
pie that, regardless of what ·Admiral Mr. President, it seems to me that any 
Standley may have said, regardless of man who is undertaking to look into 
what his reactions may be, the people of the future with a view to the world's 
the United States and the Congress will welfare and to the peace of the earth 
not be deterred in going ahead with the must reach the inevitable conclusion that 
reenactment of lend-lease, and in con- when the war shall have come to an end 
tinuing to supply to Russia every avail- the United Nations and the people who 
able ounce of material and food neces- want to preserve the peace, who want to 
sary to the winning of the W!:.r. We harness ambitions of conquest and of 
recognize the magnificent contribution world dominion, must form some char­
which Russia has made to the war ef- acter of association or instrumentality 
fort. We gladly, and without any re- for concerted action for the preservation 
luctance, have been sending these sup- of the peace and for the curbing of wild 
plies, and we shall not be deterred by ambitions which threaten the life and 
any incident of the nature quoted in the security of peaceful people and the 
the press this morning. destruction of free government every-

We are doing this not simply as an act where on the earth. In that associa­
of generosity to Russia, but because we tion, in that instrumentality, which I 
are acting as her ally, and every supply feel will be set up, Russia must be at the 
and munition which we can give to the council table along with the other nations 
Russians lessens the burden which other- who have borne the burden and the brunt 
wise we should have to bear in making of the present war. 
war. Mr. President, while we do not agree 

It is highly important that we main- with her political philosophy, Russia has 
tain this cordial relationship with made a notable struggle for 25 years in 
Russia, not alone during the dark days working out her own domestic policies at 
of the war, but when peace at last shall home. After centuri~s of wandering in 
come. Russia is bound to know that she the darkness and the wilderness she has 
will need the moral support and coopera- been struggling to work out some form of 
tion of the United States and the other government suited to her own needs and 
United Nations when the war shall come agreeable to her conceptions of political 
to an end no less than she needs them philosophy. -
now. She will never be able to for- We are not concerned directly with 
get that at a time when she thought what Russia may do with respect to her 
she was enjoying cordial relationships, own domestic affairs, but in an interna­
relationships of friendship, practically tional sense we cannot ignore a great 
the · relationship of an ally with Ger- people with a population of 160,000,000; 
many, the Germans treacherously as- holding dominion over the wide sweeps 
sailed her, invaded her soil, and de- of Europe and Asia. We cannot ignore 
stroyed the lives of her citizens. When her, and I for one shall welcome the co­
peace shall come she cannot ever lie operation of Russia in after-the-war con­
down to slumber at night, with Germany · ferences and agreements as we have wei­
at her flank, without the consciousness corned her cooperation in the struggle we 
of the assurance of aid from the other are now making for the survival of free 
Allied Nations in some form of collec- government and democratic institutions. 
tive security, so as to make sure that the Mr. President, I regret the necessity to 
world shall not again be drenched in criticize the ineptness of our Ambassador 
blood by such a war and such a tragedy to Russia. I cannot understand why he 
as we are now witnessing in the world. should make such a statement as he did 

I would remind Admiral Standley, and without having had accurate information 
all others who are interested, that while about the matter. But the information 
there is no western front already estab- which has come to me-not in a great 
lished by military force, the establish- volume-convinces me that the Russian 
ment of a front in north Africa has been people and the Russian Government do 
of tremendous aid and succor and as- know of the aid which the United States 
sistance to the Russian armies. With the is undertaking to send to Russia. Per­
establishment of an American and British haps in its volume it is disappointing, I 
force in north Africa, which is a potential can understand how the Russians want 
and perhaps an ultimate threat toward some troops to stand by their side, troops 
the western front, Germany has been from the other United Nations. I can 
compelled to recall from the Russian understand how Russia would like to have 
front many of her divisions in order to swarms of American and BritiSh and oth­
anticipate and to be ready to meet any er airplanes hovering along the flanks 
attack on the west, and that has con- of her armies as they advance across the 
tributed substantially to Russian military snows of Russia. I can understand how 
operations. Russia would like to feel that the navies 

Mr. President, I glory in the exploits of the other United Nations are ringed 
of the Russian armies. Nothing finer in about her in support of her war effort. 
all the history of modern warfare has But, Mr. President, the United States is 
ever been written than the heroic and doing all that it possibly can to get sup­
gallant defense of Stalingrad, and the plies to Russia. We do not command the 
courageous rallying of Russian forces, seas, because there, lying in wait, is the 
whose fortunes therefore had not been of deadly submarine. We do not command 
the best, to drive from Russian soil the the coasts of Norway and the far Arctic 
invaders and violators of their homes. from which land-based planes have 



1702 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE MARCH 9 

soared out and assaulted our convoys and 
sunk our ships. We are not only send­
Ing supplies through the northern ports, 
but we have been sending them up 
through the Middle East, through Iraq, 
from Basra on the Persian Gulf, and we 
shall continue to send them to- the limits 
of our ability to secure and to transport 
them. 

We all know that transport is the so­
called bottleneck of the whole situation. 
It not only hampers us in aiding Russia 
but hampers us in our own military and 
naval operation in the South Pacific, and 
in the Atlantic, and in the European the­
ater, and in north Africa. God knows 
that if we had the shipping, secure from 
successful enemy attack, it would be 
loaded with men and arms and muni­
tions, and it would carry them to the 
battle front'S where our men, whenever 
given the opportunity, have performed 
so handsomely and so gallantly, 

I trust that no unfavorable reactions 
may result from the incident provoked 
by the remarks of Admiral Standley in 
Moscow. I know that they came as a 
shock and a surprise to those who are 
in authority here in the United States. 

Mr. President, I want this parting mes­
sage to go to the Rtlssian people: The 
Russians may not have given to our aid 
the publicity which we might feel was 
due it. That, however, is a matter for 
the internal administration of the Rus­
sian people and their government. As 
we know, they have been more or less 
secretive from the beginning with re­
spect to theii- military operations. It is 
not unlikely that Mr. Stalin does desire 
the Russian people to know that large 
amounts of supplies and munitions have 
been produced by the Russians them­
selves, and, after all, Russian production 
has accounted for the large percentage, 
of. course, of the munitions and supplies 
used by the Russian armies. But, re­
gaTdless of all those considerations, I 
want to give the assurance that we shall 
not hesitate to go on with the renewal 
of the Lend-Lease Act; we shall not hesi- . 
tate in supplying food and arms anu 
m_unitions and supplies to the Russian 
armies in the future, as we have under­
taken to do in the past. We pray God 
that as we look .into the future of the 
months · ahead we may be able to in­
cr-ease the volume of arms, and to in­
c:r:ease the volume of munitions, and to 
increase the volume of food and succor 
to the gallant and brave armies of Rus­
sia, which are driving the enemy before 
them on the eastern front, as we shall, 
I hope, when ready, be able to drive him 
on the western front. 
DEFERMENT FROM MILITARY SERVICE 
OF PERSONS ENGAGED IN AGRICULTURE 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 
President, I move that the Senate pro­
ceed to the consideration of Senate bill 
729. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to consider the bill <S. 
'129) providing for the deferment from 
military service of persons engaged in 
agricultural occupations, which had been 
reported from the Committee on Military 
Affairs with an amendment, to strike out 
all after the enacting clause, and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

That section 5 (k) of the Selective Training 
and Service Act of 1940, as amended, is 
amended to read as follows: · 

"(k) Until January 1, 1944, every regis­
trant who is-regularly engaged in an agricul­
tural occupation or endeavor on a farm, or 
whose principal occupation consists of em­
ployment on a farm in connection with the 
production .or harvesting of any agricultural 
commodity shall, while he continues to be so 
engaged or employed, be deferred from train­
ing and service under this act in the land and 
naval forces of the United States; and until 
January 1, 1944, no such registrant shall 
leave such occupation or endeavor or cease 
to be employed in connection with such pro­
duction or harvesting unless, prior thereto, 
he requests his selective service local board 
to <ietermine, and such local board, subject 
to appeal in accordance with section 10 (a) 
(2), determines, that it is in the best interest 
of the war effort for him to engage in some 
other occupation or endeavor, to be employed 
in some other work, or to become a. member 
of such land or naval forces: Provided, That 
eacb man who is deferred pursuant to this 
subsection shall receive from hiti selective 
service local board at the time of such defer­
ment a certificate stating that such defer­
ment has been found by such board to be in 
the best interests of the war effort." 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 
President--

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I 
think that during the consideration of 
this bill there should be a quorum of the 
Senate present. I therefore suggest the 
absence of a quorum. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Will the 
Senator from Kentucky withhold the re­
quest for a minute? 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 

President--
Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, 

will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JOHNSON o:! Colorado. I will 

yield 1n a moment. I wish t(} offer an 
amendment in the nature of a substitute, 
Mr. President. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, the 
bill is not yet before the Senate, is it? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Yes; it is. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. Hn.L 

In the chair). The bill is before the Sen­
ate. The motion of the Senator from 
Colorado has been agreed to, and the 
bill is now the pending business before 
the Senate. 

The committee amendment, which is a 
substitute for the original bill, has been 
read. The Senator from Colorado now 
offers a substitute for the committee 
amendment. · 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, a 
parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tlie Sen­
ator will-state it. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Senate bill '129 is 
before the Senate now by virtue of· a 
majority report of the Committee on 
Military Affairs, which was accompanied 
by a minority report in which notice 
was given that a substitute would be 
offered on the part of the minority . . The 
Senator from Colorado now ·acting, not 
as the spokesman of the minority, but in 
an individual eapacity, as I understand, 
offers another substitute than that pro­
posed to be presented by the minority. 

Mr. President, the parliamentary in­
qUiry is whether th-e offering of the 
amendment now by the Senator from 

Colorado in his individual capacity de­
prives the minority of its opportunity . 
to offer the substitute which was dis­
cussed in the committee? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Chair advises the Senator that it does 
not. The Senator fr-om Colorado offers 
his amendment as a substitute for the 
committee amendment. That is an 
amendment only in the first degree. It 
will then be in order for the Senator 
from Wyoming, or any other Senator, to 
offer a further amendment, or a further 
substitute. That is because of the fact 
that the amendment proposes to strike 
out all after the enacting clause. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. President, a par­
liamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
Senator will state it. 

Mr. McNARY. What is the pending 
business before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
pending business before the Senate is 
the consideration of Senate bill 729, com­
monly known as the Bankhead farm de­
ferment bill. 'rhe bill has been reported 
by the committee with an amendment, 
to strike out all after the enacting clause 
and insert new language. The Senator 
from Colorado has offered an amendment 
in the nature of a substitute for the com­
mittee amendment. . 

Mr. McNARY. That is perfectly in ' 
order, of course. 

The PRESIDING-OFFICER. It is also · 
in order for the Se~ator from Wyoming, 
or any other Senator, to· offer a further · 
substitute. 

Mr. McNARY. I think it is very im­
portant legislation. I suggest the ab­
sence of a quorum. 

Mr. B.Al;tKLEY. Mr. President, I bad 
already done so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen­
ator from Kentucky had risen for that 
purpose. The clerk will call the roll. 

The . Chief Clerk called the roll, and 
the following Senators answered to their 
names: 
Aiken 
A-ustin 
Bailey 
Ball 
Bankhea1S 
Barkley 
Bllbo 
Bone 
Brewster 
Bridges 
Brooks 
Buck 
Bushfield 
Byrd 
Capper 
Caraway 
Chavez 
Clark, Idaho 
Clark, Mo. 
Connally 
Danaher 
Davis 
Downey 
Eastland 
Ellender 
"Ferguson 
George 

Gerry O'Mahoney 
· Gillette Overton 
Green Pepper 
Guffey Radcliffe 
Gurney Reed 
Hatch Revercomb 
Hawkes Reynolds 
Hayden Scrugham 
Hill Shipstead 
Holman Smith 
Johnson, Ce.Uf. Stewart 
Johnson, Colo. Taft 
Kilgore Thomas, Okla. 
La Follette Thomas, Utah 
Langer Tunnell 
Lodge Tydings 
Mccarran Vandenberg 
McClellan Wagner 
McNary Walsh 
Maloney Wheeler 
Maybank Wherry 
Mead White 
Millikin Wiley 
Moore W111is 
Murd-ock Wilson 
Nye 
O'Daniel 

· Th~ PRESIDING OFFICER. Seventy .. 
nine Senators having answered to their 
names, a quorum is present. 

Mr. WILEY obtained the floor. 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President­
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 

Senator from Wisconsin yield to the 
Senator from Wyoming? 
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Mr. WILEY. I yield only -that the 

Senator from Wyoming may offer an 
amendment. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. Presi~ent; I 
offer an amendment, which I send to the 
desk and ask to have stated. · 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
amendment will be stated for the infor­
mation of the Senate. 

The CHIEF CLERK. In lieu of the lan­
guage proposed to be inserted by the 
Senator ·from Colorado [Mr. JoHNSON], 
it is proposed to insert the following: 

That section 5 (k) of the Selective Train­
ing and Service Act of 1940 as amended be 
amended by adding the following proviso: 
"Provided further, That for the purposes of 
this subsection, a registrant shall be found 
by his selective-service local board to be 
necessary 'fo and regularly engaged in an 
agricultural occupation or endeavor essen­
tial to the war effort ( 1) if he is engaged sub­
stantially full time in the production of agri­
cultural commodities certified to the Selec­
tive Service System by the Secretary of Agri­
culture as being essential to .the war effort 
and set forth in local board release No. 164, 
effective January 16, 1943, and (2) if the 
production of such commodities attributable 
to such registrant is at least equal to the 
minimum standard of production per person 
as set forth in such release No. 164: Provided 
further, That the Secretary of Agriculture 
may frem time to time certify to the Selec­
tive Service System for the purposes of this 
subsection such additional agricultural 
commodities as in his judgment are essential 
to the war effort, together with the minimum 
standard of production per person which he 
determines to be applicable to such additional 
agricultural commodities." 

PROPOSED FOREIGN RELATIONS ADVI­
SORY COUNCIL-FREEDOM O:Jr THE 
PRESS AND RADIO 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, today we 
have been privileged to.hear two stimu­
lating addresses, one of them being on 
the subject of freedom of the press. I 
did not know that the distinguished 
junior Senator from Dlinois [Mr. 
BROOKS] was to speak on that subject, 
or I should not have prepared my ad­
dress. 

We heard another address, relating to 
the question of foreign policy. In my 
opinion, all the "fuss and feathers" about 
Ambassador Standley is only a tempest 
in a teapot. Joseph Stalin is the greatest 
realist in the world. I am sure he appre­
ciates what America has done for Rus­
sia. He knows that a second front was 
opened in north Africa. He knows that 
Germany has been compelled to take 
from the front in Europe division after 
division of her best troops and put them 
in Africa. Moreover, Mr. President, 
Stalin knows that we have split the Ger­
man air force, and that the terrific born.: 
bardment which Germany is now receiv­
ing has divided her air force so that it 
cannot repel the attacks of the Russians 
on the eastern front. 

As I have already said, Stalin is a 
realist, and there is no need of trying to 
befuddle our own people. I think what 
we had better do is to recognize that now, 
as well as in the post-war period, there 
will be no "selling short" by anybody. 
We know that we are all in the same 

- boat, and that if we do not row and work 

together the boat will go. down. · It seems 
to me that that is the proper analysis · 
of the situation. .. 

I wish now to speak concerning free­
dom of the press. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
before the Senator leaves the other sub­
ject, will he yield? 

Mr. WILEY. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. I should like 

again to comment along the line of my 
interrogatories to the able Senator from 
Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY] when he was 
speaking. 

While the statement of Ambassador 
Standley was amazing, I believe · it was 
equally amazing for the distinguished 
Vice President of the United States yes­
terday to suggest that America is even 
capable . of double-crossing Russia, or 
double-crossing anyone. I desire to 
make it perfectly clear that in my opin­
ion American policy in connection with 
the war will never result in double­
crossing anyone; and certainly the 
record up to date clearly indicates that 
on our part, at least, there has been no 
double-crossing of anyone. 

Mr. WILEY. I thank the distin­
guished Senator for his contribution. I 
agree with his conclusions. Of course, 
there can be no thought of America ever 
engaging in any double-crossing. We 
and our allies are engaged in a fight for 
our very lives. If anyone realizes that 
fact, it is Joe Stalin. He is a realist, and 
he knows the meaning of war. His 
country has given· over 6,000,000 lives to 
this contest, and it is doing a tremendous 
job.. As was suggested by the distin- · 
guished Senator from Texas [Mr. CoN­
NALLY], the people of Russia know that 
our materiel has been an important ele­
ment in determining ·the reverses so far 
as the Germans are concerned. For us 
to use the statement made by Ambassa­
dor Standley, which w:as undoubtedly 
made under circumstances about which 
we know nothiiig, to give our-own people 
the impression that we are about to 
weaken the association between us and 
the other United Nations, to me is mere 
folderol, and does not sound sensible or 
reasonable. Certainly· it is not realistic. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will 
the Sen a tor yield? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. 
CLARK of Idaho in the chair). Does the 
Senator from Wisconsin yield to the Sen­
ator from Montana? 

Mr. WILEY. I yield for a comment. 
Mr. WHEELER. I simply want to say 

that I agree with what the Senator from 
Michigan [Mr. VANDENBERG] said about 
the astounding statement which was 
made by the Vice President, when he 
intimated that we might double-eros~ 
Russia. The American people will not 
double-cross Russia or any other coun­
try. Russia can be sure of that. I 
was equally astounded by the statement 
made by the distinguished Vice Presi-

. dent when he said that today no one 
in this country will admit that he is an 
isolationist. I do not know what the Vice 
President meant by that, but if he meant 
that no one in this country will admit 

that, before we got into the war, he stood 
for trying to keep this country out of it, 
then he is sadly mistaken in that view­
point, because I did everything I could do · 
to try to keep·this country out of war. I 
thought we should keep out of it before 
we entered the war and I think we could 
have kept out had we followed the right 
foreign policies. I am proud of the part 
I took in trying to keep our country out 
of war, and I have no apologies to make to 
anyone in this country for the position I 
took. 

With reference to Admiral Standley's 
statement, let me say that it so happens 
that I have been in Russia on two differ­
ent occasions, and spent some little time 
there. I was one of the first Senators 
to come back here and advocate the rec­
ognition of the Russian Government. 
When I advocated doing that, many 
newspapers that now are shouting for 
Russia and proclaiming Stalin the great­
est man in the world, criticized me. Some 
of them went so far as to suggest that I 
be deported because I was for the recog­
nition of the Russian Government. 

However, I was in favor of recognizing 
it, not because' I believed in that form of 
government, but because I felt that th~. 
kind of government the Russians should 
have was none of our business. fie posi­
tion I took, which seems to me to be the 
correct American position not only now 
but in the future, is that we should not 
attempt to tell Stalin and the Russians. 
what kind of a government they should 
have, or- tell the Greeks or the Chinese, 
or any other peoples what kind of a gov­
ernment they should have. When we 
start on such a· program we not only 
will have a war every 20 years, but we 
will have a continuous war on our hands. 

I do not know what was the purpose 
of Admiral Standley's statement. I must 
confess that I was surprised at his state­
ment, but I have not the slightest doubt 
that his statement was correct and true. 
because otherwise he would not have 
made it. 

Incidentally, Admiral Standley, it 
should be remembered, was one of the 
strongest--should I say?-intervenionists 
in the United States prior to Pearl Har­
bor. Admiral Standley was one of those 
who thoroughly approved of the Presi­
dent's foreign policy, and made speeches 
in favor of it from one end of the country 
to the other. So it cannot be said that 
he was an "isolationist," whatever that is. 

The reason why Stalin is not telling 
the Russians of the aid we are giving 
them is because, as the distinguished 
Senator from Wisconsin said, Stalin is 
a realist. Stalin is for the Communist 
Pa'tty and its principles first; and, sec­
ondly, Stalin is for Russia, and Russia 
alone. He is a realist. He has stated 
repeatedly that what he wanted to do 
was to recover Russian territory. He is 
not for the four freedoms, and he has 
never committed himself as being for 
them. He could not commit himself to 
the "four freedoms" and still be for com­
munism. He is a realist to the extent 
that he knows that he could not put th~ 
"four freedoms'' into effect even if hct 
wanted to do so. 
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So we should be frank and honest with 
the American people. They are not chil­
dren. They know more than many of 
the so-called leaders in Washington give 
them credit for knowing, They are not 
fooled by the foolish statements which 
are being made by many people who say 
that they are going to reform the world 
or that they aim to reform the world. 
The American people want to know now 
what Stalin intends to do after the war. 
What is his program? 

A short time ago a man came into my 
office, and I asked him to sit down. He 
said, "You know, I do not agree with you, 
and so I do not want to get into an argu­
ment with you." 

I asked, "What do you not agree with 
me about?" 

He replied, "I do not agree with you on 
your post-war views." 

I said, "Will you tell me what my post­
war views are? I do not know what they 
are. If you will tell me what part Rus­
sia is going to play and what part Eng­
land is going to play and what part 
Germany is going to play, then I will tell 
you what my views are." 

For anyone to say today what his 
views are on the post-war situation, 
without knowing the part that the realist 
Stalin 'ls going to play, is nonsensical 
and silly; and the American people are 
being misled if they believe what is said 
by anyone who thinks he can tell them 
what part Stalin is going to play or how 
much he has departed from the philos­
ophy of Lenin and Trotsky, I do not 
believe Stalin has changed or that he 
will change. Stalin is no fool; he is 
clever. He knows that Churchill is not 
for communism, and he knows America 
is not for communism. The American 
p_eople believe the Russians are a great 
race, great fighters, and good people, but 
we also know that communism was 
forced upon them. Stalin does not dare 
to let his people know all we have done 
for them. He does not dare to let them 
know how much better off the people in 
America are. He knows he could not 
hold them if he did. 

I apologize for taking up so much 
time. 

Mr. Wil.JEY. Mr. President, apropos 
of what the distinguished Senator from 
Montana has said, a long time ago, 
speaking on the floor of the Senate, I 
drew the conclusion that no one could 
cut the cloth until an international pat­
tern had been devised. Of course, that 
pattern is not definite. Because of the 
various factors mentioned by the dis­
tinguished Senator, and because of other 
imponderables which will arise in the fu­
ture, we do not know what the pattern 
will be. 

However, now that this matter has 
been brought into the picture, I desire 
to mention something else before I pro­
ceed with my remarks. It appears that 
~n the near future, Mr. President, a 
number of conferences are going to be 
held in Washington-conferences on 
problems dealing with international 
food supplies, with economic problems 
in reconstruction, with freedom -of the 
air, and with the so-called world order. 

A number of those conferences are go­
ing to be held in Washington. 

Let me say that I am glad to see the 
chairman of the Foreign Relations Com­
mittee again in the Chamber. Last week 
I called attention to the fact that the 
Foreign Relations Committee had not 
given any consideration to the resolution 
which I have heretofore offered, Senate 
Resolution No. 22. I am hopeful that the 
resolution will receive consideration soon. 
I mean to say that I hope the Chief Ex­
ecutive of the Nation will give the reso­
lution the green light. He and the 
Secretary of State are the ones who are 
holding it up. The resolution provides 
for a liaison committee between the Ex­
ecutive and the Senate; and it provides 
that the President shall appoint from 
the liaison committee one or more Sen­
ators to serve with other conferees repre­
senting this Government at the various 
conferences which are going to be held 
in Washington in the near future. 

See how important that is? The Pres­
ident or his advisers certainly are slip­
ping in their political acumen if they do 
not appreciate the fact that the country 
does not want the planning for the post­
war period to be a one-man show. The 
people are fighting this war, paying for 
it in blood, sweat, tears, and cash; and 
they want something to say about the 
international planning. They want to 
be heard in the conferences which are to 
be held in Washington. They are sick 
and tired of all this national planning, 
which in so many instances has missed 
the boat. They want· their representa­
tives in on what is being planned inter­
nationally. 

Therefore, Mr. President, I repeat 
that I hope the distinguished Senator 
from Texas will se~ tQ it that my resoht­
tion is given consideration before his 
committee. 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. WILEY. I yield. 
Mr. CONNALLY. Let me say to the 

Senator that the Senator from Texas 
will be very glad to contribute to that 
end. I feel sure that the committee will 
give the Senator's resolution considera~ 
tion;, but the Senator realizes, I am sure, 
that the committee has been under a 
great deal of pressure, and continues to 
be under a great deal of pressure at the 
moment. We shall certainly be very 
happy to affQrd the Senator an oppor­
tunity to appear before the committee 
and to present his views, and we shall 
be glad to appoint a subcommittee to 
consider the measure. I do not want the 
Senator to feel that the committee will 
in any wise exhibit any discourtesy or 
lack of appreciation. 

Let me say to the Senator, if he will 
permit me to speak for a moment in 
relation to what the Senator from Mon­
tana said about Russia and in relation 
to what was stated this morning by the 
Senator from Michigan about some re­
ported remarks of the Vice President . 
relative to what would be the situation 
if we were to double-cross Russia, that 
I have not read the Vice President's re­
marks in detail, so I do not know exactly 
what he said. However, I desire to say 

that the United -States is ·not goi'Qg to 
double-cross Russia; it ts not going to 
double-cross any other nation. It is 
not going to double-cross any nation 
either in war or in the peace conference. 
I do not think there is any possibility of 
having such a thing happen. The 
United States in all the negotiations 
and in this war is not pursuing a sordid 
policy. - Its policy is not one of selfish­
ness; it is not one of being covetous of 
our neighbors' lands; it is not one of 
seeking indemnity. We want to bring 
under our sway no foreign citizen as a 
subject of the United States. We are 
fighting for our institutions and for our 
life; and let me say to the Senator from 
Michigan that the United States will 
not, with my consent, and I do not be~ 
lieve with his consent, ever double­
cross the great Russian people or any 

- other people with whom we may be as-· 
sociated in the joint enterprise of win~ 
ning this war and winning the peace 
after the war. 

I thank the Senator for yielding to 
me. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, I am very 
grateful to the distinguished Senator 
from Texas for his assurance that he will 
give me an opportunity to be heard be­
fore his committee on the question of my 
resolution, Senate Resolution No. 22. 1f 
I may have the attention of the Senator 
from Texas for a moment further, I 
should like to impress upon him the fact 
that the resolution is not merely an ordi ... 
nary resolution. Lawyer as he is, he 
knows that the treaty-making power of 
this country is lodged in the Senate and 
in the President. Historian as .he is, he 
has in his mind the situation which -has 
run down through the years, that when 
there was lack of cooperation between 
the Executive and the Senate, treaties 
did not come into being. 

All my resolution would do would be to 
create what I call a foreign relations ad .. 
visory council. It would request the 
President to create such a council, made 
up of the chairman and the ranking 
minority member of the Foreign Rela­
tions Committee of the Senate and of 
the Foreign Affairs Committee of the 
House of Represe~tatives, the Secretary 
of State, the Under Secretary of State 
and his experts and such other Senators 
as the President might desire to desig­
nate. Thus a liaison committee would 
be created. I repeat, every great news .. 
paper in this country and many maga­
zines have acknowledged the practicabil .. 
tty of this propOS!;tl, and yet, for some 
months, no action has been taken. Now 
let us go into action on it and create such 
a committee. 

To all the conferences, Mr. President, 
which will be held in the city of Wash .. 
ington in the near future the President 
would appoint from such liaison com­
mittee one -Senator who would then vir-.· 
tually be the representative of th-e Senate 
and would feed back into the committee 
the information obtained. In other 
words, the thing we are talking about tQ .. 
day and which we are fearful will be 
lacking between Russia· and the United 
States, to-wit, collaboration and c.oop .. 
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eration, would exist if there v:ere such a 
liaison committee. I repeat, some of the 
best minds of this country have been in 
favor of it, and yet I have been able to 
get nowhere. 

FREEDOM OF PRESS AND RADIO 

Now, Mr. President, I desire to proceed 
to the subject of the freedom of the press 
and radio. In recent months we have 
heard a great many comments concern­
ing the curtailment of news pulp for 
newspapers, the censorship policies of 
the Government, the F. C. C. licensing 
policies, Government use of the press, 
Government use of radio, and the inva­
sion of government into the publishing 
business. Perhaps it will serve a con­
structive purpose fo:.· us to briefly review 
these subjects today. I may say, paren­
thetically, that I shall not repeat any­
thing which the distinguished Senator 
from Illinois [Mr. BROOKS] said. 

Before presenting this review, it may 
also serve some constructive purpose to 
survey the chronology of Nazi press and 
radio control in Germany and to study 
Fascist control of the press in Italy, along 
with the control of · wireless telegraphy 
and telephony in Italy. 

We should lilcewise be conversant with 
the control of the press and radio in 
Japan. 

Mr. President, no comprehensive, in­
clusive survey of the control of press and 
radio in Japan and Italy and Germany 
has ever been made. In the past few 
weeks I have been working with the 
Library of Congress in an effort to as­
semble such a survey which I believe 
should be available to every Member of 
Congress. 

The Library of Congress has had made 
for me translations from which there has 
been culled the information contained in 
the · remarks I am now making. 

First, let us consider the chronology of 
Nazi press and radio control in Germany . . 

In Germany the press law of May 7, 
1874, recognized the principle of freedom 
of the press and merely prescribed cer­
tain rules for the exercise of this right. 

In 1919 the republican constitution in 
Germany included in its definite state­
ment of the free4om of publication-

• • • there shall be no censorship 
• • • (except) against obscene literature 
for the protection of minors. 

In 1922, when the Republic and its in­
stitutions were under serious attack, 
legal measures were provided for mat­
ters which might endanger the Republic, 
but publications were considered private 
affairs over which the state had only 
such control as was absolutely necessary 
to safeguard the public welfare. 

By February 25, 1920, the National So­
cialist Party program had been adopted 
and demanded-point 23: 

Legislative combat against conscious po­
litical lies and dissemination thereof through 
the press. 

By 1924 Hitler, in Mein Kampf, wrote: 
It (the state) has to watch especially the 

press • • • not temporarily, but perma­
nently; • • • must assure itself with 
ruthless determination of this means for edu­
cating the people, and put it into the serv­
ice of the state and nation. 

In 1931 the N. S. D. A. P. demanded 
measures to make the press German­
that is, free from Jewish influence-and 
the suppression of newspapers which 
injure the public welfare. 

By March of 1931 there was a German 
presidential decree for defense against 
political excesses, permitting police 
measures against publications endanger­
ing publid- security. The execution of 
this decree was left to local authorities, 
but the minister of the interior could 
request police action. 

On January 30, 1933, the National So­
cialists came into power. By February 
4 of 1933 there was a presidential decree 
for the defense of the German people 
which said: 

Printed matter, the contents of which 
might endanger the public security and 
order, may be seized and withdrawn by the 
police. 

On February 28, 1933, there was a 
presidential decree for the defense of 
the people and state which declared 
various articles of the constitution inop­
erative. That included the statement of 
1919 about the freedom of publication 
and the freedom from censorship. Vari­
ous articles of the constitution, including 
this one, were declared inoperative until 
further notice and the decree further de­
clared: 

Therefore limitations • • • of the right 
of free expression of opinion, including free­
dom of the press • • • are permissible 
even beyond the legal limitations otherwise 
applicable. 

By March 17, 1933, there was a presi­
dential order for the creation of a Reich 
Ministry for Public Enlightenment and 
Propaganda. 

By June 30, 1933, there had been a 
clarification of tasks and jurisdiction of 
the propaganda ministry including jur­
isdiction and legislative authority over 
the press, radio, art, and the theater. 

This group, incidentally, was headed 
since its creation by Dr. Goebbels. As a 
matter of fact, it grew out of Goebbels' 
Reich propaganda division of the Na­
tional Socialist Party. 

On September 22, 1933, there was 
a law written for the creation of the 
Reich Chamber of Culture. Point 25 in 
that law provides for the corporate state 
structure. Provision is made in this law 
for the creation of six chambers, name­
ly, literature, press, radid, theater, music, 
and fine arts. The propaganda minister 
is given full legislative and administra­
tive power for carrying the law into 
effect. 

On November 1, 1933, Dr. Goebbels 
issued the first decree under the author­
ity of the law I have just mentioned. 
His decree provided for organization and 
mandatory membership for anyone con­
nected with any "intellectual creation or 
achievement presented to the public by 
means of print, film, or radio." That 
decree of November 1, 1933, was put into 
effect by a further decree of the propa­
ganda minister on November 9, 1933. 

On October 4, 1933, we find a law pol­
icy in existence relating to all news­
papers and publications and terming 
them a "public task regulated by the state 
in this law." 

On December 20, 1933, a decree put 
that law into effect as of January 1. 

On November 12, 1934, there was a 
regulation to implement the unity of 
party and state. The control of the 
propaganda minister was established 
over the activities of the various cham­
bers and the press chamber and radio 
activities. 

Between January 1933 and December 
1934 hundreds of leftist newspapers and 
periodicals were suppressed. Periodi­
cally, religious and semireligious publica­
tions were banned. Some publications, 
such as the famous Ullstein and Masse 
newspapers, were reorganized. 

Every important newspaper has a rep­
resentative in Berlin. Once every day 
these representatives are given instruc­
tions by the Propaganda Ministry rela­
tive to the treatment to be accorded va­
rious news items. These conferences are 
secret and the revelation of the proceed­
ings outside the circle is said to have 
cost one newspaper representative penal 
servitude for life. 

Newspapers of lesser importance re­
ceive their instructions from the local 
offices of the Propaganda Ministry. 

The German News Agency, DNB, usu­
ally termed the "official German news 
agency,'' is practically an agency of the 
Government and it is recognized as a 
means of controlling the news at its 
source. . This news agency has a monop­
oly in the distribution of news in Ger­
many. 

On April 10, 1935, the control of non-· 
periodical literature was channeled 
through the Literature Chamber and 
there is evidence that nonperiodical lit­
erature was brought under complete 
control. 

On May 31, 1938, a decree was issued 
to provide that prior to any definite 
registration in the professional list, the 
chairman of the state unit of the Press 
Federation must afford the gauleiter­
the chief of the National Socialist Party 
in each district of the Reich-an oppor­
tunity to examine the question whether 
the applicant is politically reliable. 

They start with the Constitution to 
protect them, but in the course of 5 years 
it is swept aside and they are told that 
a gauleiter shall determine whether they 
are for the regime in control; that is; 
whether they are politically reliable. · 

Briefly, Mr. President, Germany started 
·with a press law which recognized the 
principle of freedom of the press. Ger­
many had a constitutional provision 
which provided for freedom of publica­
tion. Then control was extended wher­
ever it was deemed necessary to "safe­
guard the public welfare." Then the 
National Socialist Party began to fight 
"conscious political lies and dissemina­
tion thereof through the press." Then 
Hitler began to express his doctrine that 
the press must be "put into the service of 
the state and nation." 

Ah, Mr. President, I say again, we come 
to the time in Germany when, instead 
of being a free agent, the press must be 
put into the service of the state and the 
nation. 

Then there was a broadening of the 
definitions against newspapers which "in­
jure the public welfare," then a decree 
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to permit police measures against pub­
lications endangering public security. 
Then there was a presidential decree that 
printed matter could be seized and with­
drawn by the polfce. Then there was 
further censorship, and finally there was 
created a ministry for public enlighten­
ment and propaganda. The authority of 
this agency was extended over press, 
radio, art, theater, and films. Then 
gradually certain - publications were 
banned and some newspapers were "re­
organized." Finally newspaper repre­
sentatives were told by the propaganda 
ministry what they could print, and 
there was created a news agency-an of­
ficial news agency-which began to be a 
means of controlling the news at its 
source. Flnally there was control of 
nonperiodical literature, and ultimately 
there was investigation as to whether or 
not writers were "politically reliable." 

That, Mr. President, is the history of 
Nazi press and radio control. 

It is not my purpose to find any dis­
astrous parallel in our Nation, nor is it 
my purpose to contend that writers in 
this country who are not "politically re­
liable" are scrutinized very sharply by 
the administration. I merely present 
this chronology of Nazi press and radio 
control in Germany as a document which 
I believe warrants study by every think­
ing American who is concerned with the 
maintenance of the "four freedoms." 

Now let us briefly consider the control 
of the press and radio in Japan. 

In Japan the press and radio met with 
government difficulties almost from their 
earliest existence, in 1861. The Japanese 
press was not well established until 1872. 
From its very inception it was used to 
serve imperialistic interest, and for ad­
ministration propaganda. Most of the 
newspapers were founded by government 
officials, and publications which did not 
champiQn one of the government depart­
ments found themselves either confined 
solely to cultural and social affairs or, if 
any approach was made toward inde­
pendence in political matters, foun<;l 
themselves subject to severe govern­
mental punishment. 

Even those newspapers which were 
consistently conservative earned the op­
position of the bureaucrats. The press 
laws were stringent, and · there was al­
most no Socialist and labor press. 

The constitution of 1890 gave to the 
people of Japan the right of "freedom of 
speech in publication, printing, assem­
blage, and association within the scope 
of the law,'' but in practice this was not 
workable because of stringent laws 
which were applied. Laws and orders 
and decrees controlled the press, even 
to the extent of possible suspension. 
:Until 1897 the Minister of Interior was 
allowed to judge and punish the viola­
tors of both laws and ordinances. Later 
the punishment of an editor or publisher 
was turned over to the courts, but the 
censorship of all publications is in the 
hands of the Police Bureau of the De­
partment of Interior, and has been since 
1921. Newspapers, as well as scientific 
and literary circles, have felt the pres­
sure of government, and controls are 
exercised by means of police bans on the 
discussion of certain subjects. 

It was inevitable tbat this control 
should be extended to .the radio. Radio 
broadcasting in Japan began privately 
in 1921. By December 1923 there were 
regulations. Through the assistance of 
the Department of Communications 
there was created a trust which incor­
porated three private broadcasting sys­
tems by 1925. In August of 1926 the 
Japanese Broadcasting Corporation ab­
sorbed these three systems into one 
merger. After that a 1-yen initiation 
fee was required of radio owners and 
collected by the Government. In 1930 
there were eight stations, and in 1932 
the Government imposed an additional 
levy. By 1933 there were four Japanese 
radio stations outside of Japan proper­
two in Formosa, one in Korea, and one 
in Manchuria. The whole system was 
nationalized. It was a very official 
proposition. It was government-made, 
government-controlled, and govern­
ment-exploited by 1933. 

In 1936 a news agency was created. It 
was known as the Domei Tsushin Sha. 
The business of this group was to "cir­
culate correct information or the raw 
material for the formation of sound pub­
lic opinion." A man named Shohei Fu­
jinuma was Chief Secretary of the Cab­
inet. He was the Japanese Dr. Goeb­
bels. At that time there was an Army, 
Navy, and Cabinet Information Bureau. 
It was a kind of propaganda ministry, 
and it encouraged the merging of small 
news agencies, so that the Allied News 
Agency was placed completely under of­
ficial direction. 

Penalties for evading government di­
rection became increasingly severe. By 
1937 control was established in the Home 
Office and War Office. The fines became 
heavier, and by 1939 it was a criminal of­
fense to be found in possession of a radio 
set capable of receiving broadcasts from 
the outside world. Foreign residents 
were not exempt. Incidentally, in 1941 
one observer wrote of the control of the 
Japanese military clique as "journalistic 
string pulling of bureaucrats which 
colors news beyond belief." 

The Japanese legislation in 1939 in­
cluded laws and regulations of a more 
stringent nature than any which pre­
ceded World War No. 2, and on March 
25, 1939, there was enacted a law for 
safeguarding secrets of military material 
resources. It included a provision for 
the inspection of books, and it enabled 
officers to conduct investigations and ask 
questions. 

This law was supplemented by another 
law on June 23, 1939, and by still another 
law on April 11, 1939, which placed all 
international telecommunications at the 
disposal of the Government. 

On April!, 1939, there was a national 
general mobilization law which con­
trolled communications materials and 
services concerning information. enlight­
enment and propaganda. This law was 
revised by the law of March 1, 1941. 

On March 6, 1941, another national 
defense security law was enacted and on 
March 8, 1941, there was a new peace 
preservation law which related to propa­
ganda. 

On March 28, 1941, the foreign ex­
change control law was enacted, and this 
law, of course, could reach the press 

through its official inspection of busi· 
ness conditions. 

That, Mr. President, is a chronology 
of the control of press and radio in 
Japan. It is interesting to note that 
the Japanese press has never tolerated 
independence in political ;matters. It 
is interesting to note that the bureau­
crats of Japan would not permit a free 
and independent press. 

The chronology of Fascist control of 
the press in Italy is equally interesting. 

On July 8, 1924, there was an Italian 
decree which empowered the police pre­
fects to confiscate any issue of a news­
paper without bringing a charge before 
the court. 

On July 12, 1924, there were issued cer­
tain regulations concerning the promul­
gation of the edict of 1848 which dealt 
with the press. 

By early December of 1924 the minis­
ter of justice prepared a decree which 
has been applied to all opposition papers, 
and which defines as a crime the publica­
tion of news "which might have an in­
jurious effect on national credit at home 
and abroad, or cause alarm among the 
population or glve rise to disturbance of 
the public peace or prejudice the diplo­
matic activities of the government and 
its relations abroad." That, Mr. Presi­
dent, is interpreted as granting govern­
ment officials immunity from criticism 
for acts of office. This measure also re­
introduced preventive confiscation, and 
provided for the suspension of the paper.. 

On January 8, 1925, 111 members of 
the opposition read a document attacking 
the regime, and the paper was suppressed 
for publishing it. By the early part of 
January, 1925, 102 newspapers had been 
suppressed under the new regulations, 
and the following month other editions 
were confiscated. In February of 1925 
still more editions were confiscated. 

In October there were further reprisals 
against an attempt to issue independent 
newspapers, and by October 23, 1925, 
George Seldes, an American correspond­
ent, was expelled for publishing the doc­
ument of the opposition. He was ex­
pelled for "representing the Mussolini 
government in the worst possible light 
and giving the views of the political op­
ponents of the Duce." 

By November 18, 1925, other so-called 
antinational papers were suppressed, and 
by December 31, 1925, the public prose­
cutor had authority to prohibit the ap­
pearance of any paper twice condemned 
for press offenses. The printers them­
selves were made liable for all fines in­
curred by the papers they printed, and 
the local press association had to enroll 
the names of all editors. Only Fascist 
unions were permitted to enroll. 

By January 7, 1926, the Home Secre­
tary had issued a circular which indi­
cated that in ordering the confiscation 
of an issue, the prefects need not trouble 
to determine whether an item was false 
or true. "The preservation of order is 
an elementary and primary duty of every 
government and is independent of any 
opinion that may be held as to the bad 
faith of the person who endangers the 
order." 

By October 1926 there were only 21 
papers left after a general suspension by 
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Fascists. Sixteen -of these papers were­
dailies. 

By October 31, 1926, after Anteo Zam­
boni had tried to kill Mussolini, all 27 
papers were suspended for an indefinite 
period, and 4 were suspended for 20 days. 

By March 12, 1927, the Central Execu­
tive Board of the National Federation of 
the Press had divided newspapermen 
into four classes: (1) Fascist Party mem­
bers, (2) nonparty members with a 
clean past, (3) former anti-Fascists who 
had repented, and (4) the unredeemed. 
All other newspapermen were divided 
into two classes: Those officially recog­
nized by the party, and the remainder. 

By February 26, 1928, Law No. 384 had 
provided that no editor or any journal or 
journalist could exercise his profession 
except after enrollment in the official 
register, which is permitted only by the 
Government. There is no appeal from a 
refusal. 

On June 13, 1935, a representative of 
the Chicago Tribune was expelled from 
Rome for -an article on the shakiness of 
Italian finance. As far as I know, inci ... 
dentally, no representative of the Chi­
cago Tribune has ever been barred from 
Rome for any articles on the shakiness 
of New Deal finance. 

By December 7, 1935, the powers of 
censorship of the Minister of Propa­
ganda and the press were extended, and 
propaganda officials were empowered to 
order police anywhere to seize news­
papers and books without instruction 
from the Minister of the Interior-who, 
by the way, was also II Duce. 

By August of 1936 the press had re­
ceived instructions concerning some 25 
explicit items which they could not men­
tion, and throughout 1937 there were 
more specific instructions to the press 
dealing with certain detailed news items 
which must be treated in a certain way. 

By 1938 the Italian Minister of Edu­
cation had set up a committee to ex­
amine all post-war publications in order 
to eliminate all elements politically hos­
tile to the principles of the Italian 
regime. A list of banned books was to 
be prepared and in the future publica­
tions were to be censored before issued. 

I am sure that all can recall that on 
April 29, 1940, the Italians put the pres- . 
sure on the Osservatore Romano for its 
pro-ally stand, and by May 14, 1940, the 
.street sales of the Osservatore Romano 
outside the Vatican City were prohibited, 
and the paper dropped its war news 
column. 

Mr. President, the control of wireless 
telegraphy and telephony in Italy is an­
other very interesting subject to all those 
who are interested in the preservation 
of freedom, but it is a detailed subject, 
and I will not attempt to discuss it at 
this time, though I am now preparing 
a memorandum which I expect to insert 
in the RECORD at a later date. I can say 
that there are very rigid Italian regula­
tions for broadcasting, and that the pen­
alties for violation of the Italian code 
in this connection are extremely rigid. 

I have given, Mr. President, the story 
of Fascist control of the press in Italy. 
It is the story of a political party and a 
political leader, who permitted no criti­
cism, and who divided all newspaper 

writers into classifications in respect to 
the degree of their loyalty to him and 
to his party. It is the story of a leader 
who was very intolerant of those who in 
their writings or in their verbal utter­
ances disagreed with him or with his 
party. 

Senators are all familiar with the First 
War Powers Act and with the Second 
War Powers Act, and with the provisions 
in these acts which relate to the utiliza­
tion of vital war information. 

We are familiar with the sweeping 
Executive orders which clapped secrecy 
and censorship rules on hundreds of 
commercial plants. We can recall that 
away back in 1939 there were protests 
of the Federal Communications Commis­
sion against any restrictions on the free 
fiow of information to the United States 
from any source whatever within or out­
side the United States. 

In 1939, as this Nation observed the 
150th anniversary of the Bill of Rights, 
there was . apprehension over the fate 
of some parts of our charter of liberty 
in the event that we should be drawn 
into war. The :f).rst among the 10 
amendments which were enacted more 
than a century and a half ago provided 
that Congress should · make no law re­
specting an establishment of religion or 
prohibiting the free exercise thereof; or 
abridging the freedom of speech or of 
the press; or the right of the people 
peacefully to assemble, and to petition 
the Government for a redress of griev­
ances. 

The whole question of press censorship 
was discussed the latter part of Febru­
ary 1941 after the Chief of Staff of the 
Army, Gen. George C. Marshall, had tes­
tified before the Senate Military Affairs 
Committee. The publication of that 
. testimony brought up the whole ques-
tion of the place of the press and the 
radio in times of war. High ranking of­
ficials in the national defense organi­
zation submitted plans for the censor­
ship of press and radio which would have 
established a tight central control by 
officers of the armed services over in­
formation about national defense, but 
that plan was discarded early in 1941. 
According to reports it had been pre­
sented to the Chief Executive in June 
of 1940. 

By the latter part of February 1941 
the American press was cooperating vol­
untarily with the United States, Canada, 
and England, and voluntarily withhol~­
ing certain items in. the public interest. 
By October of 1941 there appeared to be 
a general agreement that we needed a 
clearly defined censorship policy rather 
than a voluntary policy. 

When the foremost editors of the Na­
tion gathered in Washington for their 
annual conference on April 17, 1941, the 
biggest problem confronting them was 
Government news censorship. At that 
time most of official Washington was 
free from censorship, though there were 
certain notable exceptions. When the 
President sent a message to the Ameri­
can Society of Newspaper Editors he 
went all out for a free press. It was 
evident, however, that in a democratic 
country which was technically at peace 
it .was impossible to keep the lid on mili­
tary secrets. 

By the latter part of May 1941 news­
papers were editorializing on the crea­
tion of the Office of Government Re­
ports, apparently designed as a perma­
nent superpublicity agency clothed with 
statutory authority. This agency was 
closely scrutinized as a funnel of all Gov­
ernment information which might tech~ 
nically have been a step toward the 
abandonment of the freedom of the press 
in America. 

This agency, incidentally, in no way 
supplanted all the other publicity bu­
reaus and press agencies in the various 
Government departments. More re­
cently the Byrd Committee on Executive 
Reorganization reported more than 30(} 
general publicity writers in the Federal 
agencies, and their number at that time 
was estimated at as high as 700. The 
propaganda at that time amounted to 
about 100,000,000 pounds a year and cost 
about $25,000,000 for paper and printing. 
I will return to this subject a little later~ 

The Chief Executive made an excel­
lent start toward the right sort of Gen­
sorship. He picked out a good man to 
be the Director of Censorship when he 
selected Mr. Byron Price, of the Asso­
ciated Press. The cooperation of the 
fourth estate was complete and entlm­
siastic. 

The whole theory of press censorship 
in the closing days of 1941 was that it 
would be used to keep essential military 
information from the enemy, and it was 
distinctly understood that it would not 
be used to keep any incompetency from 
public discussion. The American press 
and the publishing world in general ac­
cepted in good faith the code issued by 
the Director of Censorship. This code 
was issued by the 15th of January in 
1942. Broadcasting stations, inciden­
tally, were under m-ore stringent censor~ 
ship than the press, because radio is not 
domestic in any sense of the word. · 

By February 8 of last year the White 
House had ordered all Cabinet and other 
high-ranking officials to submit their fu­
ture speeches to the Office of Facts and 
Figures for advance clearance. Shortly 
after that the Office of Censorship issued 
regulations concerning international 
communication. 

By March 19 regulations adapting the 
1917 Trading with the Enemy Act to the 
needs of the present war were issued by 
the Secretary of the Treasury in con­
junction with Byron Price, the Censor~ 
ship Director. By April 1 there seemed 
to be some confusion about our censor­
ship policies, and there was talk of re-. 
organizing the overlapping and contra­
dictory wartime information services, 
perhaps into a centralized agency with 
a unified policy for the dissemination 
of war news. 

Three months after our entry into the 
global war our military censorship of 
news was more stringent than ever be­
fore in our history. There was some 
public confusion in March of 1942 be­
cause there had been a suppression of 
facts already known to the enemy, and 
a number of editorial writers through..: 
out the Nation began to talk about the 
incompetence and the blundering of our 
press-relations policy. 

By April of 1942 it was evident that 
freedom of the press was on trial. It was 
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also evident that we were standing at the 
crossroads between voluntary censorship 
and compulsory censorship, and the 
newspaper industry was facing a supreme 
crisis. There was some apprehension by 
May Of last year that the administration 
was attempting to cripple the newspapers 
and suppress all criticism of its policies. 

On June 25, 1942, the Office of Cen­
sorship published a revision of the code 
of wartime practices for newspapers and 
radio stations, which placed channels of 
public information more firmly under the 
administration control. Under the re­
vised code important news relating to the 
operation of the war effort could not be 
printed or broadcast unless it had been 
released by appropriate authority or 
passed by censorship. The new sections 
of the radio code paralleled the press 
code in most particulars. Also new re­
strictions of a general nature were added. 

By the hitter part of September of 
last year there were grave issues as to 
what information endangered the se­
curity of the United States, and whether 
military censorship was being used to 
conceal nonmilitary purposes. Capital 
correspondents began to call for a show­
down on censorship policies, and there 
were a number of protests on the way 
silence was imposed under the voluntary 
code. There was a continuai expression 
of alarm over the creeping suppression 
which many people felt was a threat to 
a free press in wartime. 

By December of last year the Office of 
Censorship was on a hot spot in connec­
tion with censorship legislation. It will 
be recalled that on November 30 of last 
year the Senate recalled from the House 
of Representatives a bill it had unani­
mously adopted authorizing the censor­
ship of all communications between the 
United States and its Territorial posses­
sions. 

The withholding by the administra­
tion of the details concerning damages 
suffered in the sneak Japanese attack 
on Pearl Harbor met with widespread 
criticism. 

The Office of War Information, orig­
inally intended to coordinate and con­
trol the release of war information, was 
helpless when the Office of Price Ad­
ministration and the Office of Petroleum 
Administration battled over the wording 
of a press release on the suspension of 
gasoline rationing cards in the East. We 
are told that as a consequence, ' news of 
the suspension leaked ' out prematurely. 
The same kind of muddling occurred on 
the announcement of canned goods 
rationing more recently. 

By the 5th of last month the Office of 
Censorship had issued new and con­
solidated regulations governing all com­
munications entering and leaving this 
country. There was a great deal of com­
ment concerning the Allied censorship 
in north Africa early this year. 

My own feeling is that our censorship 
of news must not be permitted to de­
stroy the faith of the people in their 
Government. There is no excuse for the 
muddling of administration announce­
ments concerning recent rationing poli­
cies. Today press and radio are regu­
lated as to what they can tell the public, 

and we have a pretty definite organiza­
tion to see that voluntary censorship 
is followed. 

The Chief of the Office of War Infor­
mation has authority to control all war 
information, but I do not believe that he 
has ever exercised this control of the 
War and Navy information services. It 
is my understanding that they still issue 
all their own releases, and that the Office 
of War Information intervenes only 
when the War and Navy Departments 
make joint announcements with other 
war agencies. 

GOVER~ENT PROPAGANDA 

Mr. President, I now desire to speak 
about Government propaganda, which 
was somewhat stressed by the distin­
guished Senator from ffiinois [Mr. 
BROOKS], but I have some additional 
information which might supplement 
what he has already said. 

At the present time old-line Govern­
ment departments like the Department 
of Labor, the Treasury, and the others, 
maintain their own publicity organiza­
tions, as does every agency. It has been 
said that there are more than 30,000 press 
agents and publicity aides on the -pay 
roll. How many million dollars a year 
that costs it is hard to say. The Office 
of War Information this year may need a 
total of about 4,400 people to conduct 
propaganda activities at home and 
abroad. That would cost about $37,000,-
000. Our overseas propaganda by the 
Office of War Information may cost 
about $27,000,000 in this fiscal year. 

Mr. President, I believe that the Amer­
ican press has retained a remarkable de­
gree of freedom in a world war of rigid 
restrictions, and I believe that the Amer­
ican press has done an outstanding job 
of self-government. I have no quarrel 
with the general censorship provisions, · 
though I do believe it is apparent that we 
need a further clarification of policy and 
a definite coordination of all activities 
relating to press and radio. It is obvious 
that even our present system offers pos­
sibilities for potential abuse. Against 
these possibilities we must constantly be 
on the alert. 

Along with the censorship policies of 
Government, I think we must be aware 
of certain mechanical limitations which 
have been imposed upon the press. I 
think it is apparent that some of the at­
tempts of Government to put press asso­
ciations under the power of Congress to 
regulate commerce had in them the germ 
of rigid Government control. 

The restrictions on news pulp also have 
in them the germ of rigid Government 
control. American newspapers began 
rationing newsprint with the new year, 
and our rationing has been on the basis 
of 1941 usage. The rationing of news­
print may be a necessary step, but it is 
certainly inconsistent with the extended 
publication activities of Government it­
self, and with the fact that Government 
itself is utilizing more and more space iJ). 
American newspapers which leaves less 
and less space available for a free Amer­
ican press. 

As every Senator knQws, in January of 
this year the W. P. B. ordered the use 
of newsprint in 1943 limited to the ton-

nage used by each publisher to produce 
his net paid circulation in 1941 plus a 3-
percent spoilage allowance. 

During the last war, when there were 
shortages, the Government laid the facts 
before the representatives of all the in­
dustries involved. The plans were 
drafted and put into effect on a volun­
tary basis. These were cooperative re­
strictions, and they were by and large 
successful. That policy has not been fol­
lowed effectively in the present war. 

The amount of print paper which big 
publishers may use during the present· 
year has also been cut by a pattern 
similar to that which was applied to 
newspaper and magazine publishers. It 
is apparent that this curtailment order 
could seriously threaten the press of the 
Nation. 

Perhaps the best evidence of any need 
for curtailment in the amount of news 
pulp available to newspapers should be 
given by Government itself. Here in 
Washington the Government issues a 
snowstorm of news releases which are 
apparently still considered as essential. 
It has been said that the Public Printer 
in Washington is estimating· a 50-percent 
increase in the use of paper in 1943 over 
1942. 

Think of it; we are telling the citizens 
of- this country to curtail, yet these agen­
cies are flooding the country, and a large 
percentage of what they use in flooding 
it is mere rot. 

There have also been rumors in Wash .. 
ington that the Office of War Informa­
tion would begin to issue a 4·- to 6-page 
summary of the week's news in Wash-: 
ington. I am not going to comment on 
the pulp outlook, though a number of 
experts contend that the pulp outlook 
has improved. I am going to comment 
briefly on the publishing activities of 
Government itself. 

Remember, in Germany, Italy, and 
Japan the government took over pub­
lishing activities. In this country we 
have gone wild in putting into the hands 
of Government some 50,000 paid news .. 
papermen to publicize Government ac-· 
tivities. On top of that we flood this 
country with carloads of mate1ial every 
day. Then the Government is reaching 
down and buying space in the news­
papers of the country, getting space, in .. 
terfering with the free press. As stated 
by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. 
BRooKs], the Government publication, 
Victory, has already been discussed Gn 
the floor of the Senate. It is only a small 
part of the material coming from the 
presses of the Government itself as a war 
publisher. 

There are tens of millions of posters 
issued by the Office of War Information. 

The Office of War Information main .. 
tains a publications and graphic bureau, 
and some of their publications run to al­
most 3,000,000 copies. Their pamphlets 
range from 16 to 32 pages. Some of them 
are simple, pocket-size numbers, and 
some of them are profusely illustrated 
publications. 

Some of the volume of Government 
publicity was cut late last year, but it 
still has not stopped the torrent of Gov .. 
ernment publications, and it cannot be 
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denied that some of the 0. W. I. publica- · 
tions reflect party politics. I must con­
fess also that I am alarmed by the state­
ment of the 0. ·W. I. last month to the 
effect that the 0. W. I. was going to take 
over all Government farm news. 

Mr. President, I am alarmed also by 
the statement of the 0. W. I. that it 
would take over the control of almost 
all Government news agencies. 

I refuse, however, to believe that this 
administration is contemplating the pub­
lication of a Government-owned daily 
n'ewspaper published at the taxpayers' 
expense. 

It is apparent from all of the foregoing 
that Congress must closely scrutinize all 
the publication activities of Government, 
and it is equally apparent that the be­
hind-the-scenes conflicts between the 
0. \V.I. and the Office of Strategic Serv­
ices must be definitely and permanently 
settled so that we do not have conflicts in 
the field of our psychological warfare. 
At the outset of 1943 we still had no 
agreed policy or coordinated program 
for psychological warfare-we still had 
no C')mpletely unified effort, though we 
had a half dozen agencies working on 
parts of the job. 

It is equally apparent that we must 
separate our propaganda and censorship 
activities or else correlate them so that 
they do not create confusion. 

We are fighting for the four free­
doms and we must fight for freedom 
of the press at home. Last September 
the American press blew the lid off the 
issue of censorship, and one of our great 
journalists wrote about the creeping 
paraJysis of that censorship and wrote 
about power-hungry bureaucrats. 

Last February there was a proposal 
which would have made it a criminal 
offense to divulge the contents of any 
Government document marked "confi­
dential." If that proposal had been en­
acted into law, then any officeholder 
with something to conceal could have 
gotten out of the reach of journalistic 
investigators. 

Mr. President, we know that the press 
has continually endeavored to expose 
any bureaucratic and brass-hat incom­
petence. We know that the press ex­
posed the misuse of theW. P. A. for po­
litical purposes. We know that the press 
stopped the plan to pack the Supreme 
Court. We know that the press ruined 
the 1938 congressional purge, but we 
also know that the press has played a 
major role in the war effort. It has 
made the American people aware of the 
menace of inflation. It made it pos­
sible to amend the selective service leg­
islation. It made it possible to have 
gasoline rationing and it made the scrap 
drive successful. 
. The American press has donated 

nearly $100,000,000 in space for war pur­
poses. The American press made it pos­
sible for Henry Kaiser to do a job in the 
face of mossback opposition. 

The American press made it possible to 
secure a clarification of the rubber issue. 
It exposed the early fan-dancer defects 
in the Office of Civilian Defense. It has 
continually pounded away on the issue of 
one-man control over war production. 

·It does not regard the New Deal and the 
war, in the words of Stanley High, as 
"joint and inseparable enterprises." 

Mr. President, in conclusion, the en­
croachments on a free and untrammeled 
expression of public opinion elsewhere 
have sometim~s been · very gradual. 
They usually begin as propaganda for 
a particular administration or a particu­
lar leader and they end in complete con­
trol of all forms of social communication, 
so that today German newspapers are 
mouthpieces of the state, and German 
newspapers, according to Goebbels, are 
"sharp instruments of policy" ready to be 
played on "like a piano." 

There, Mr. President, is a master of 
analysis, telling how the German people 
are being fooled through the newspapers, 
because the newspapers are used to be 
played on "like a piano." 

The first freedoms to be lost by any 
people who are controlled by dictators 
were the freedom of expression and the 
freedom of a free press. 

The tremendous increase in the pub­
licity and informational activities of the 
Federal Government, the tremendous in­
crease in material publicizing the Gov­
ernment activities, carries with it a dis­
tinct menace for the future. 

Today the Federal Communications 
Commission has a life-and-death power 
which it can wield over every radio sta­
tion in the land, and we know that the 
Chief Executive has the authority to 
seize any and all radio apparatus and 
equipment. 

Mr. President, we fiqd engraved on the 
Archives Building in tllis city the words, 
"The past is prologue." The only thing 
that stands between the menace of that 
absolute power is the Congress of the 
United States. So, I repeat: It is for 
us to be alert. We must make sure that 
on the home front there are no more 
Pearl Harbors. 

Mr. President, we know that the twin 
threat of censorship and propaganda led 
France down the long road, from which 
there was no turning, to ultimate dis­
aster. 

I do not believe that these things will 
happen here. They will not happen 
here because an enlightened people and 
a vigilant Congress will never permit 
them to happen. They will not happen 
here because no man and no party can 
be so blind as to eliminate a great safe­
guard for the perpetuation of freedom. 

Mr. President, if "the past is prologue," 
let us realize that we must take steps 
different from those taken by the so­
called Axis Powers, because there the 
people lost their rights. 

Nevertheless, it is well for us to be 
conscious of these problems and to pur­
sue a policy of vigilance which will in­
sure the perpetuation of a free press. 

In other lands we have seen the first 
gray afternoon haze of government cur­
tailments and censorship darken into the 
lengthening twilight shadows of an in­
creasingly inflexible control, and eventu­
ally into the thick black night of fet­
tered oblivion, with a dominant competi­
tive government in the propaganda pub­
lishing business financed by the public. 

Mr. President, that must never happen · 
here;· and it never will if the American 
people and the American Congress re­
main alert. 
PRACTICAL RELIGION IN THE WORLD OF 

TOMORROW-ADDRESS BY THE VICE 
PRESIDENT 

Mr. THOMAS of Oklahoma. Mr. 
President, very much has been said to­
day about a certain address delivered by 
the Vice President recently. I now ask 
unanimous consent to have printed in 
the body of the RECORD at this point the 
address which has been referred to so 
o.ften today. The address was on the 
subject of practical religion in the 
world of tomorrow, and was delivered 
by the Vice President at the Conference 
on Christian Bases of World Order, held 
under the auspices of the Board of Mis­
sions and Church Extension of the Meth­
odist Church, at Delaware, Ohio, on 
March 8, 1943. 

There being no objection, the address 
was ·ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: · 

There are three great philosophies in the 
world today. The first, based on the EU­
premacy of might over right, says that war 
between nations is inevitable until such time 
as a single master race dominates the entire 
world and everyone is assigned his daily task 
by an arrogant, self-appointed fuehrer. Tlle 
second-the Marxian philosophy-says that 
class warfare is inevitable until such time 
as the proletariat comes out on top, every­
where in the world, and can start building 
a society without classes. The third­
which we in this country know as the demo­
cratic Christian philosophy-denies that man 
was made for war, whether it be war be­
tween nations or war between classes, and 
asserts boldly that ultimate peace is inev­
itable, that all men are brothers, and that 
God is their Father. 

This democratic philosophy pervades net 
only the hearts and minds of those who 
live by the Christian religion, both Protes­
tant and Catholic, but of those who draw 
their inspiration from Mohammedanism, 
Judaism, Hinduism, Confucianism, and other 
faiths. When we look beneath the outer 
forms, we find that all these faiths, in one 
way or another, preach the doctrine of the 
dignity of each individual human soul, the 
doctrine that God intended man to be a 
good neighbor to his fellow man, and the 
doctrine of the essential unity of the entire 
world. 

Those who think most about individualism 
preach freedom. Those who think most 
about unity, whether it be the unity of a na­
tion or of the entire world, preach the sa::red 
obligation of duty. There is a seeming con­
filet between freedom and duty, and it takes 
the spirit of democracy to resolve it. Only 
through religion and education can the free­
dom-loving individual realize that his great­
est private pleasure comes from serving the 
highest unity, the general welfare of all. 
This truth, the essence of democracy, must 
capture the hearts of men over the entire 
world, if human civilization is not to be 
torn to pieces in a series of wars and revolu­
tions far more terrible than anything that 
has yet been endured. Democracy is th3 
hope of civilization. 

To understand the significance of thes3 
three philosophies dominant in the world 
today, let us look at each one in turn. Dur­
ing the last 80 years, the outstanding ex­
ponent of the sacredness and inevitability 
of war has been Prussia. By nature the 
common people of Prussia are simple and 
hard-working, and make excellent Citizens 

,,, 



1710 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE MARCH g·. 

except where they have become infected by 
tM Prussian doctrine that might makes 
right. The Prussian philosophy causes its 
adherents to practice many of the highest 
virtues, but these virtues are all ultimately 
placed at the disposal of supreme evil. Hit­
ler, seizing the Prussian militaristic tradition 
as a powerful instrument in his hands and 
putting it to use with his own religious 
frenzy, has become the anti-Christ of this 
generation-perhaps the most complete anti­
Christ who has ever lived. It is not enough 
to bring about the downfall of Hitler. We 
must understand the origin and growth of 
the Prussian spirit, and do something to 
counteract that spirit, 1f we wish to bring 
permanent peace. 

The Prussian attitude toward war and su­
premacy has strong roots. Whether it reaches 
back to tl;;le days of Caesar or whether it first 
took form under the guidance of the Teutonic 
kpights in the Middle Ages, we are certain of 
this: by the time of Frederick the Great, the 
Prussians consciously adopted the doctrine 
of total war and the total state as the chief 
end of man. Bismarck and Kaiser Wilhelm 
II modernized and made completely deceitful 
and ruthless that which Frederick the Great . 
had founded. 

Shortly after Kaiser Wilhelm II .rose to 
power, a generation before the First World 
War, one of the more tender-hearted of the 
German generals said, in addressing his 
troops: "Our civilization must build its tem­
ple on mountains of corpses, an ocean of 
tears, and the groans of innumerable dying 
men." 

' We know now, to our sorrow, that those 
were not just idle words. But God grant they 
will not be true much longer. 

Bernhard! and Treitschke, through the 
printed page and through the classroom, 
preached the glory -of war and the necessity 
of Germany picking a quarrel with England 
or France. Frederick the Great, Moltke, and 
Bismarck were proclaimed as being superior 
to Goethe, Schiller, Bach, and Beethoven. 
Hegel laid broad and deep the philosophy of 
the totalitarian state. Other philosophers, 
and especially Nietzsche, seized on the Dar­
Winian doctrines of natural selection and 
survival of the fittest to erect a seemingly 
scientific but false materialism to justify 
their ruthless acts. 

In saying all of this, I do not mean to indi­
cate that Prussia was the only wicked State 
in the world. England, France, Russia, Spain, 
and the United States were not always per­
fect. But Prussia and Japan were the only 
countries which systematically devoted the 
highest virtues of their citizenry, generation 
after generation, to the glorification of the 
atate and to the ruthlessness of war. 

The ancestors of many of the people of 
German origin in the United States were 
members of the minority in Germany who 
dissented from the extremist tendencies 
toward m1litarism. Thousands of these dis­
senters migrated to this country in the 20. 
or 30 years after the failure of the revolution 
of 1848. Their children, grandchildren, and 
great-grandchildren today are among our 
finest American citizens. They are patrioti­
cally doing their part in the present war for 
freedom, and we honor them for the spirit 
they have shown. 

It is in the years since 1848 that the liberal 
culture of the old Germany has been so com­
pletely submerged by the worship of strength 
and power. In this period of less than a 
century, under Bismarck, Kaiser Wilhelm II, 
and Hitler, Germany has launched five ag­
gressive wars. 

The result has been that, over the last 30 
years, the spirit of Prussianism has cost the 
1ives of at least 20,000,000 men, has crippled 
at least 10,000,000 others, and has caused the 
nations of the world to squander hundreds 
of billions of dollars on death, destruction, 
~d hate. How different tfi\ngs would have 

been If thls money had been &pent instead 
on peace, prosperity, and understanding. 

Germans by blood are neither better nor 
worse than Englishmen, Americans, Swedes, 
Poles, or Russians. But the Prussian tradi­
tion of the last century, and especially the 
Nazi education of the last 10 years, have 
created a psychic entity so·. monstrous and 
so dangerous to the entire world that lt J.s. . 
absolutely vital to exercise some control over 
German education when the war comes to 
an end. · Prussian schoolmasters have been 
of greater importance to the German Army · 
than Prussian captains, and Prussian text­
books have had greater value than ammuni­
tion. It is the disciplined wm to power and 
tlie worship of war as the method of power 
that have made the German Army &uch a 
terrible instrument of force. 

Just as Hitler took the Prussian military 
tradition and organized it into gangsterism, 

· so he took the Prussian education system 
and streamlined it to marshal the millions 
of German boys and girls behind his evil 
conspiracy of world conquest. Hitler's chil· 
dren have been trained to believe implicitly 
that the State is more important than the 
individual, and that the individual must be 
willing and ready to sacrifice himself for the 
German Nation and for the Fuehrer. Start­
ing with the young mothers and fathers, 
married or unmarried, and taking the chil· 
dren through the day nurseries and a series 
of schools for different ages, Hitler has in­
doctrinated the German children with what 
he calls his leadership principle--that among 
men as in nature there is an eternal strug­
gle between the weak and the strong, and 
that the decadent democracies are destined 
to crumble before the superior might of the 
Nazi elite. German boys have been system­
atically trained in brutality. German girls 
have been systematically trained to believe 
that their supreme duty is to be mothe1·s, 
married or unmarried, of children dedicated 
to the service of the fatherland and the 
Fuel1rer. Through the use of mystic cere­
monies-pagan dances, bonfires, sun festi­
vals on mountain tops, and many other type~ 
of ritual-both boys and girls have heen 
trained to look upon Hitler as divine and 
they pray to him as God. 

The evil Influence of this systematic deg­
radation of millions of German boys and 
girls cannot be counteracted in a short time. 
Even Hitler's death will not end it, because 
many of Hitler's children, conditioned as they 
are, will believe that he is still their leader, 
in the spirit if not in the flesh. Hitler dead 
may be almost as dangerous as Hitler alive. 

This, then, is the vastly difficult problem 
with which the United Nations wm have to 
cope, · 1f the victory which now is coming 
closer is to bring more than just a short 
breathing spell before another Prussian at­
tack is launched upon the world. 

It is not up to the United Nations to sa:v 
just what the German schools of the future 
should teach, and we do not want to be guil­
ty of a Hitler-like orgy of book burning. 
But it is vital to the peace of the world to 
make sure that neither Prusslanism, Hitler­
ism nor any modification of them is taught. 
There are many cultured German scholars 

· with an excellent attitude toward the world · 
who should be put to work on the job of re­
writing the German textbooks in their own 
way. I believe these men would glorify 
peace and international honesty, reestablish­
ment of the Gennan culture of Beethoven, 
Schubert, Schiller, and Goethe, and the grad-· 
ual preparation of the German sp-irit for an 
appreciation of the fact that & bill of rights 
for the individual is as vital as a bill o! 
duties toward the state. 

Doubtless thousands of German boys wm 
come home from the war. bitterly disillu­
sioned of. Prussianism and Hitlerism. Thou­
sands of both young and old at home wi11 
feel the same way. They wlll honestly want 

to help build up a new democratic Germany, 
and we, without. yielding at all to the old 
warlike spirit of Prussia, shourd encourage 
t~em to try. We shall need the help of all 
Germans who give convincing evidence that 
they do not subscribe to the master-race 
myth and are genuinely opposed to the 
doctrine that might makes right. The re­
education we insist upon should not crush 
out any sincere desire to practice democracy 
and live at peace among the world family of 
nations. . 

It will not be necessary for Americans to 
teach in the German schools. The all-im­
portant thing is to see that the cult of war 
and international deceit is no longer preached 
as a virtue in the schools. We cannot 
countenance the soft, lazy forgetfulness 
which characterized England and France in 
their treatment of Germany in the thirties. 
The cost of such short-sighted appeasement 
is too great in men and money. We must 
not go down that mistaken, tragic road again. 

· All of my discussion thus far has been 
concerned with Prussianism. Now I want 
to talk about Marxianism. This philosophy 
in some ways is the child of Prussianism, be­
cause Marx, its high priest, W8!3 molded in 
his thinking by Hegel, the great philosopher 
of the Prussian state. Marxianism has used 
the Cheka, just ·as Prussianism has used the 
Gestapo, but it has never prea,ched inter­
national war as a.n instrument of national 
policy. It does not believe one race is supe­
rior to another. Many of the Marxian activi­
ties of the last 10 years which people of the 
West have most condemned have been in­
spired by fear of Germany. The Russian 
people, who are the chief believers in Marx­
ianism, are fundamentally more religious 

' than the Prussians. The great mass of the 
Russian people is still hungry for spiritual 
food. The Russians have a better opp9r­

. tunity to find that spiritual food than have 
the Prussians under their regit;ne, which 
glorifies the violence of the old Teutonic gods. 

This question of religious freedom in Rus­
sia has been getting attention · from the 
Church of England and from the Roman 
Catholic Church in this country. In a recent 
issue of the magazine Commonweal, which 
surely cannot be said to have Marxian lean­
ings, the managing editor discussed two books 
by exiled Russians on the status of religion 
in Russia. Quoting from both books. ona 
written under the auspices of the Church of 
England, and the other by a professor· at 
Fordham University, the editor came to the 

: conclusion that the p-osition of tl).e Christian 
Church.in Russia has definitely improved. 

The future w~ll-being of the world de-
pends upon the extent to which Marxianism, 

: as it is being progressively modified 1n Russia, 
' and democracy, as we are adapting it to twen­
. tieth century conditions, can live together in 
peace. Old-line Marxianism has held that 
democracy is mere word;;;, that it serves the 

• cause of the common man with platitudes 
rather than with jobs, and that belief in it 
results. in a weak governmental organization. 
And we who believe in democracy must acl-

. mit that modern science. invention, and 
technology have provided us with new bottles 

, into many of which we have not yet poured 
. the wine of the democratic spirit. 
. In some respects both the Prussians and 
. the Russians have perceived the signs of the 
; times better than we-and I hope that reac• 
tionary politicians w111 not quot e this sen­

; tence out of its context, in an effort to prove 
that I have come out for dictatorship. The 

, fact is that the Prussians have done an ef­
! fective job of making their bureaucrats em­
i cient in coordinating the social forces in the 
! service of the state. The Russians have put 
, great emp-hasis on serving ap-d gaining the . 
! enthusiastic adherence of the common man. 
·It is my belief that democracy Is the only 
' true expression of Christianity, but Jf lt 18 
; not to let Christ~anity down, democracy must 
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be tremendously more efficient than it has 
been in the service · of the common man, and 
1ri resistance to selfish pressure groups. · 

·After this war is over the democratic cap­
italistic nations will need to prove that they 
are supremely interested in full employment 
and full utilization of natural resources. 
They will need to demonstrate that the con­
suming power of their people can be made to 
equal their productive power. The right to 
work at a regular job and for a decent wage 
is essential to the true dignity of man. 

If the western democracies furnish full 
employment and an expa~ding production, 
they need have no fear of a revival of old-line 
communistic propaganda from within. If 
they do not furnish full employment, com­
munistic propaganda of this kind is inevitable 
and there is nothing which the Russian Gov­
ernment or our Government· or any other 
government can do to stop it. In the event 
of long-continued unemployment, the only 
question will be as to w:Q,ether the Prussian 
or Marxian doctrine will take us over first. 

I believe in the democratic doctrine-the 
religion based on the social message of the 
prophe_ts, the heart insight of Christ, and the 
wisdom of the men who drew up the Consti­
tution of the United States and adopted the 
Bill of Rights. By tradition and by struc­
ture we believe that it is_po.Ssible to reconcile 
the freedom and rights of the individual with 
the duties required of us by the general 
welfare. We believe in religious tolerai).ce 
and the separation o.f church and state, but 
we need to ·Ught again the old spirit to ·meet 
the challenge of new facts. 

We shall decide· some time in 1943 or 1944 
whether to plai).t . the _seeds for World War 
No. 3. That war will be certain 1f we allow 
Prussia to rearm either materially or psy-· 
cbologically. That _war will b.e. probabl~ in 
case we double-cross Russia. That war will 
be probable 1f we fail to demonstrate thJtt we 
cim furnish full employment after this war 
comes to an end and -Fascist interests moti­
vated largely by _anti-Russia):l bias get control 
of our Government. Unless the western de­
mocracies and Russia come to a . satisfactory 
understanding before the war ends, I ·very 
much fear that_ World War · No. 3 will be 
inevitable. Without a close and trusting un­
derstanding between Russia and the United 
States, there is grave probability after thiS 
war is over of Russia and Germany sooner 
or later making common .cause. 

Of course the ground for World War No. S 
can be laid by actions of the other powers, 
even though we in the United States follow 
the most constructive course. For example, 
such a war would be inevitable 1f !lussia 
should again embrace the Trotskyist idea of 
fomenting world-wide revolution, or if Brit­
ish interests should again be sympathetic to 
anti-Russian activity in Germany and other 
countries. 

Another possible cause of World War No. 3 
might rise out of our own willingness to 
repeat the mistakes we made after World 
War No. 1. When a creditor nation raises 
its tariffs and asks foreign nations to pay 
up, and at the same time refuses to let them 
pay in goods, the result is irritation of a sort 
that sooner or later leads first to trade war 
and then to bloodshed. 

The gospel of Christ was to feed the hungry, 
clothe the naked, comfort the sick, and visit 
those who were in hard luck. He said that 
treating your neighbor decently was the way 
to show that you loved God. The neighbor­
hood in Christ's day was a few miles in di­
ameter. Today the airplane has made the 
whole world a neighborhood. The good .. 
neighbor policy, whether at home or abroad, 
is a Christian policy. Those who preach 
isolationism and hate of other nations are 
preaching a modified form of Prussian nazi-
18m, and the only outcome of such preach­
lug will be war. 

If we want peace, we must treat other 
nations in the spirit of democratic Christian-

1ty. We must make our religion practical. 
In our relations with China, for example, we 
must act in such a way as· to enhance the 
material as well as the spiritual well-being 
of her people. So doing will uot only be of 
spiritual advantage to ourselves, will not only 
do much to prevent war, but will give us 
more material prosperity than we can other­
wise enjoy. And in saying this, I do not 
preach the missionary spirit as a forerunner 
of a new imperialism. 

Nearly half the people of the world live in 
eastern Asia. Seven-eighths of them do not 
know how to read and write, but many of 
them listen to the radio aud' they know that 
the world is on the move and they are deter­
mined to move with it. We can at their 
request help them to move in knowledge 
toward a higher standard of living rather 
than in ignorance toward confusion and 
anarchy. · 

Throutihout history, every big nation has 
been given an opportunity to help itself by 
helping the 'world. -If such an opportunity is 
seized with a broad and generous spirit, an 
infinitude of practical possibilities opens up. 
Thousands of businessmen in ·the United 
States have seen this kind of thing happen on 
a smaller scale in their own businesses, as 
their broad and enlightened policies have in­
creased their prosperity and given jobs to 
their neighbors. Christiauity is not star 
gazing or foolish idealism. Applied on a 
world-wide scale, it is intensely practical. 
Bread , cast upon the · waters does return. 
N-ational friendships are remembered. Help 
to starving people is not soon forgotten. We 
of the United· States who now have the great· 
est opportunity that ever came to -any people 
do not wish to impose on any other race or · 
to thrust bur money or techufcal experts or 
ways of thought on those who ·do not desire 
them. But we do believe that if we measure 
up to the responsibility. which Providence has 
placed on our shoulders, we shall be called on 
for help by many peoples who admire us. 
When we respond to this cry -for help, we 
shall be. manifesting not only a Christian 
spirit. but also obeying. A. fundameutal law 
of life . . 

We of the western democracies must 
demODftrate the practicality of our religion. 
We must extend a helping hand to China· 
and India; we must be firm and just with 
Prussia; we must deal honestly and fairly 
with Russia and be tolerant and even help· 
ful as "she works out her economic problems 
in her own way; we must prove that we our­
selves can give an example, in our American 
democratic way, of full employment and full 
production for the benefit of the common 
man. 

By collaborating with the rest of the world 
to put productive resources fully to work, we 
shall raise our own standard of living and 
help to raise the standard of living of others. 
It is not that we shall be taking the bread out 
of the mouths of our own children to feed 
the children of others, but that we shall co­
operate with everyone to call forth the ener­
gies 'of everyone, to put God's earth more 
completely at the ser-vice of all mankind. 

ARTISTS FOR VICTORY 

Mr. WAGNER. Mr. President, I have 
been greatly impressed by the splendid 
voluntary contribution of the artists of 
America in dedicating their talents in our 
united effort for victory. In that con­
nection, I ask unanimous consent to have 
printed in the RECORD, as a part of my 
remarks, a statement I have prepared 
on the Nation-wide organization of 
American artists known as Artists for 
Victory. 

There being no objection, the state­
ment was ordered to be printed in the 
REco:im, as follows: 

At the outbreak of the war, 20 art societies 
formed an organization, known as Artists tor 

Victory, Inc., !or the purpose of doing what 
they could, in their own field, to assist the 
country in its war effort. Artists for Victory 
has since grown to 28 societies, comprising a 
membership of over 10,000 artists from all 
parts of t.he country. All these artists are 
imbued with a spirit of patriotism and · a 
si!lcere ·and strong desire to use their talents 
for the winning of the war. 

As you all . know, the war morale is being 
impressed upon the public with appeals and 
exhortations via radio, the press, the movies, 
and other channels. Effective as these means 
are, they leave little lasting impression. Since 
the conduct of the war is affected by our 
fears and passions, our bravery and devotion, 
our loyalty and courage, and by our sacrl­
fices, the graphic visualization of the themes 
of the war-to impress them continuously 
upon our hearts and minds-is a necessary 
factor in civilian morale. Graphic presenta-
tion is in fact a war weapon. · 

Artists for Victory has effectively demon­
strated this in its national war poster com­
petition, out of which 300 posters were se­
lected for exhibi~ion at the National Gallery 
of Art in Washington from January 17 to 
February 17. In this exhibition the war 
slogans which have been resounding through· 
out the country were given form and color. 
Artists from practically every State in the 
Union took part in the great undertaking of 
making the issues of the war clearly and 
simply understaudable. In this effort fully 
half a million dollars' worth of art production 
was created by the artists. They devoted · 
over 100,000 man-hours to this work, which 
they gave unselfishly and without thought o! 
personal gain. 

The themes selected for the posters are 
based on the President's first war message ' 
on the· -state of the Union, made to Congress 
on January 6, 1942. They deal effectively 
with important issues on the hoz;ne front, 
such as .Production, War Bonds, The Nature 
of the Enemy, Loose Talk, Deliver Us From 
Evil, Slave World or Free World, The People 
Are Qn the March, and Sacrifice. 

The program of Artists for Victory includes 
distribution and dissemination of these vital 
messages in the widest possible ways. Its 
object is also to assist the Federal, State, and · 
local governments in the prosecution of the 
war and, to that end, it commits the entire 
artistic profession to the united will to vic­
tory. Artists for Victory embraces the fields 
of the graphic arts, painting, sculpture, 
mural painting, architecture, landscape 
architecture, decoration, and all the kindred 
arts and crafts. On the Board are Hobart 
Nichols, president of the National Academy 
of Design, who is president of Artists for 
Victory, Inc.; John Taylor Arms, etcher; A. F; 
Brinkerhoff, landscape architect; Arthur 
Crisp and Hugo Gellert, mural painters; Ir­
win D. Hoffman, painter and etcher; Julian 
Clarence Levi, architect; Paul Manship, 
sculptor; and J. Scott Williams., painter, as 
well as other distinguished men of art. 

· Under these auspices and with the coopera­
tion of numerous Government agencies and 
private Industry, the results obtained are 
placing Artists for Victory in a position of 
growing responsibility in relation to the war. 

With support from private industry, Artists 
for Victory was able to set up the national 
war poster competition, to mobilize the 
artists of the country for the purpose of ob­
taining inspirational fighting posters on the 
vital issues of the war. The artists who par­
ticipated in the competitions were not moti­
vated by any prize considerations but re· 
sponded s):. ontaneously out of a deep desire 
to help our country in this perilous period. 
Up to now, 18 posters have been reproduced, 
13 of which ar~ being used by Govern­
ment agencies such as Office of War :"nforma­
tion, War Production Board, the Treasury 
Department, and the Office of Inter-American 
Affairs. Additional posters were 1ssued bJ 
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R. Hoe & Co., of New York, who also under­
wrote the expenses of the war poster compe­
tition and awarded prizes to four artists ag­
gregating $1,200. The CouncU for Democ­
racy, of New York, offered four more prizes, 
and· the I. B. M. Corporation another prize-­
a total of $2,700 in awards. Copies of these 
posters are being distributed and shown in 
many places throughout the country. 
· President Roosevelt has lauded the patri­
otic spirit that dominated the efforts of 
Artists for Victory, Inc., and its artists, in a 
letter addressed to the president of the or­
ganization, as follows: 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 
Washington, November 16, 1E42. 

DEAR Ma. NICHOLS: I have seen the report 
by Artists for Victory on its national war­
poster competition. It is proof of what can 
be done by groups whose ordinary occupa­
tions might seem far removed from war. 
More than 2,000 war posters were produced 
by the artists of the country, not as a chore 
they were asked to do but as a voluntary, 
spontaneous contribution to the war. The 
very name of your organization 1s symbolic 
of the determination of every man and 
woman in every activity of llfe throughout 
the Nation to enlist in the cause to which 
our country is declicated. 

Very sincerely yours, _ 
FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

It is gratifying !or me to note that letters 
expressing enthusiastic interest in this patri­
otic exb.lliition have been received from many 
Senators and Congressmen by Artists for Vic­
tory. among whom are Senators JoHN H. 
BANKHEAD, SHERIDAN DOWNEY, GEORGE D. 
AIKEN, WARUN AUSTIN, JAKES M. MEAD. HARRY 
8. 'I'BUMAN, Congressmen 3. HARDIN PETERSON, 
JAMES P. McGRANEBY, JOHN SPARKMAN, and 
many others. 

The program of Artists for Victory is na­
tional in scope. Fully 100,000,000 impres­
sions of the war posters have already appeared 
in magazines, newspapers, and periodicals­
such as Life, the New York Times, trade, and 
art publications, etc. The United States 
Treasury Department is sponsoring a travel­
ing exhibit of the posters which were shown 
at the National Gallery. This exhibit wlll 
be sent on tour to key cities throughout the 
country. Through this exhibit loc.al War 
bond committees can dramatize the sale of 
War bonds and stamps. 

The program of industrial cooperation is 
being continued through the printing in full 
color of 50 selected posters from the compe­
tition as war-poster labels available ln per­
forated sheets. These labels will, it is ex­
pected, reach almost every man, woman, and 
child in the country with their powerful 
patriotic messages concerning the issues of 
the war. In thls effort Artists for VIctory 
has secured the cooperation of the Ever-Ready 
Label Corporation, of New York, which wlU 
print and distribute 5,000,000 of these war 
labels immediately. ArtiSts for Victory ex­
pect that over a b1llion copies of these labels 
will be distributed throughout the country­
through banks, retail store.!. war-industry 
plants, schools, and many· patriotic commit­
tees and organizations. 

All sections, all f-actions, and all creeds are 
thus being welded together ln a full aware­
ness of the dangers that threaten the Ameri­
can way of life. The wide distribution of 
these war labels will, In addition, lteep our 
people aware of the ideals for which we 
entered the war-ideals which might other­
Wise be forgotten in the stress of the struggle. 

Artists for Victory is making valuable con .. 
tributions to the country's war effort. and 
it contemplates as full a participation in the 
solution of the cultural and social problems 
of the peace. 

DEFERMENT FROM MILITARY SERVICE 
OF PERSONS ENGAGED IN AGRICUL­
TURE 

The Senate resumed the consideration 
of the bill (S. 729) providing for the de­
ferment from military service of persons 
engaged in agricultural occupations. 

Mr. JOHNSON ·o.f Colorado. Mr. 
President, on November 13 last a bill was 
approved amending the Selective Service 
Act. That bill contained the so-called 
Tydings amendment. A few days ago 
the Senator from Alabama (Mr. BANK­
HEAD] introduced a b111 in which he was 
joined by 36 other Senators to amend the 
Tydings amendment. The Bankhead 
bill was referred to the Senate Military 
Affairs Committee. There was a close 
division in the oommittee for and against 
the Bankhead bill as presented. The bill 
was amended in the Military Affairs 
Committee by the Wilson amendment, 
presented by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
WILSON], and was reported b~- a. 9-to-7 
vote. The minority presented a report 
which was prepared by the Senator from 
Wyoming [Mr. O'MAHONEY], and offered 
another amendment in the form of a sub­
stitute for the Bankhead bill as amended. 

After this bill was placed on the cal­
endar the members of the Military Af­
fairs Committee, ·and others who were 
interested in the Bankhead bill, met with 
Senators who favored other versions, and 
work€d out a second substitute. Today 
that amendment was offered by me as a 
substitute for the pending bill. As Sena­
tors will .recall, the Senator from Wyo­
ming [Mr. O'MAHONEY] then otfered a 
seoond amendment, in the form·of a sub­
stitute for the substitute which I had 
previously offered. That is the parlia­
mentary situation before the Senate at 
the present time. 

The diffe.rence between the so-called 
O'Mahoney amendment and the· last 
form of the Bankhead amendment is not 
very great. The O'Mahoney amend­
ment proposes to amend the portion of 
the act known as the Tydings amend­
ment by affixing thereto an appendix. 
It would not change the language of the 
Tydings amendment at all. It would 
merely add a provision at the end of the 
Tydings amendment. The Tydings 
amendment contains certain language 
which is objectionable because of the 
experience we have had with the opera­
tion of the act since the 13th of Novem­
ber. The objectionable language to 
which I have reference is as follows: 

Every registrant found by a flelective-serv­
ice iocal board-

And so forth-
shall be deferred from training and ·service 
in the land and naval forces so long as he 
remains so engaged and until such time as-

. This is the language which in my opin­
ion .is not .satisfactory-
satisfactory replacement can be obtained.. 

That language sounds all right; in 
theory perhaps it is all right, but in ac­
tUal practice it does not work satisfac­
torily. In the first place, to whom shall 
the replacement be sati&factory? Shall 
it be the selective-service board, or the 

applicant for deferment? What is to be 
the nature of the satisfaction? A man 
.on a · farm might ask for deferment be­
cause his services were required in the 
production of farm commodities, and the : 
board could say: 

No; we cannot defer you yet, but we will see. 
If we can find a satisfactory replacement for 
you, then, of course, we will not defer you. 

The board could then send out to that 
farm some young person-Perhaps a 
woman or some inexperienced farmer­
and say, "That is a satisfactory replace­
ment,'' while, of course, it would not be 
satis!acto.ry to the farmer in any sense 
of the word. Therefore, that language 
is important an<l, in my opinion, very 
objectionable. It is retained in the 
O'Mahoney amendment. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Will the Senator 
yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I will 
yield in a moment. 

I wish to point out anothe.r difference 
between the O'Mahoney amendment and 
the pending amendment. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I wished to try to de­
fine the O'Mahoney proposal a little 
more clearly, perhaps, than the Senator 
has done. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I have 
no doubt the distinguished Senator from 
Maryland .can do so, but I should like to 
point out the other difference, and then 
I will yield to him. 

Mr. TYDINGS. I shall do as the Sen· 
ator suggests. I am not taking issue 
with anything he bas said about the 
O'Mahoney proposal, but I believe that 
under the regulations of the Selective 
Service System, pursuant to the so· 
called Tydings amendment, it must ap .. 
pear, after consultation between the 
agricultural manpower officials and 
other officials, that the agricultural 
worker produces so many units a month 
of essential agricultural products. Es­
sential ,agricultural employment is de· 
fined. What the O'Mahoney amend..­
ment does-

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I was 
coming to that point. 

Mr \ TYDINGS. If the Senator from 
Colorado will allow me--

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Colorado yield to the Sen· 
ator from Maryland? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I do not 
yield. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sen-: 
ator from Colorado declines to yield. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The sec­
ond difference between the so-called 
O'Mahoney amendment and the Bank­
head amendment is with respect to the 
standards to which the Senator from 
Maryland has referred. The Bankhead 
amendment does not contain those 
standards. It provides for a formula. 
Something is multiplied by something 
else, and the result is divided by some 
othe.r factor to find out whether or not a man is to . be deferred. The formula is complicated and not practical in its 
application. The Bankhead amendment 
would endeavor to accomplish the same 
result by a different method. The Bank-
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head amendment has ·a limitation sub­
stantially as follows: 

Substantially full time on a farm in con­
nection with the production or harvesting 
ot any agricultural commodity set forth in 

. local board release No. 164-

Instead of the complicated and diffi­
cult formula to which I have made ref­
erence, and which was· worked out by 
the "brain trust" in the Department of 
Agriculture and the Selective Service 
Division, ·we have a sensible application 
in this amendment which any board can 
understand: 

Substantially full time on a farm in con­
nection with the production or harvesting of 
any agricultural commodity set forth in local 
board release No. 164--

and listed in a certain list prepared by 
the Department of Agriculture. That is 
the difference between the two amend­
ments in those particulars. Otherwise 
they are similar in their effect and pur­
pose: Both of them are mandatory in 
their provisions and direct the Selective 
Service Board to make certain defer­
ments. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. What does the 

word "substantial" mean? 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The Sen­

ator from Michigan is an expert on 
words. If there is such an expert in the 
Senate, it is the Senator from Michigan. 
I would not attempt to define for the Sen­
ator from Michigan what "substantially" 
means. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. If the Tydings 
amendment fell down because its lan­
guage was susceptible of wide latitude in 
interpretation, it seems to me that the 
word "substantially" is likely to fall down 
for the same reason. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I do not 
think it is quite so wide open as the 
language contained in the act. The 
wording occurs in the O'Mahoney 
amendment and also in the 'Bankhead 
amendment. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. TYDINGS. Is it not true that 

. the question of what is "substantially 
full time" will have to be decided by the 
draft board, and that the very defect 

· contained in the Tydings amendment 
· will be written in bold English words into 
· the substitute now pending? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I do not 
think it will take much judgment on the 

. part of anyone to determine whether a 
worker is employed substantially full 
time. At least the mathematical for­
mula which has been applied by the De­
partment of Agriculture and the Selec­
tive Service System will not be required 
to determine the matter. 

On December 7, 1941, the Japanese 
struck at us in a most dastardly · manner 
and involved us in two great wars. Up to 
that time most pantry shelves were full 

· of supplies of all kinds. The small mer­
chant had an ample stock of goods on 
his shelves and in his warehouse. The 
wholesaler was likewise stocked with nec-
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essities. The packers had their storage 
space full of beef and meats of all kinds. 
The elevators, mills, warehouses, and 
storage places throughout the country 
were filled to overflowing with agricul­
tural commodities. In fact. they were 
so full that they were a burden upon the 
storage facilities. Then came December 
7, 1941. 

Let us see what the situation is today, 
There is hardly a pantry in the country 
which is not empty. There is hardly a 
grocery store anywhere which does not 
have bare shelves. 

There is hardly a meat case in any 
retail establishment which is not devoid 
of meats of all kinds. The packers are 
short of meat. They cannot supply the 
demand. The agricultural surpluses 
which were so burdensome a few months 
ago seem to be disappearing very rapidly. 
The other day the Department of Agri­
culture stopped the sale of wheat below 
parity price for livestock feed, which in­
dicates that we do not have the huge 
surpluses we once thought we had. 

What do we find the situation to be 
in the rest of the world? We find the 
people of China starving. We find the . 
people of Russia living mostly on dark 
bread. In Poland, Denmark, Holland, 
and Belgium, little children are starving 
for lack of food. In Spain a serious sit­
uation exists. In France conditions are 
even worse. According to reports re­
ceived from our soldiers, conditions in 
north Africa are deplorable. The other 
day I received a letter from a soldier 
stating that Arabs sat around the camps 
of American soldiers with their legs 
crossed, waiting like buzzards for some 
one to give them a morsel of food, and 
that they made raids on the garbage cans 
of the American soldiers. Famine every­
where throughout the world, except in 
North America. Unless something is 
done, very shortly we also shall experi­
ence famine. That is the inspiration, the 
cause, the objective, and the purpose back 
of the pending bill. 

Some say, "Well, let us see what the 
Army has to say about this." Mr. Presi­
dent, this matter is one which does not 
concern the Army. The bill has nothing 
whatever to do with the size of the 
Army. It simply has to do with the pro­
duction of agricultural commodities. It 
is not the business of the Army. The 
Army has a very important business. 
That business is to fight the two most 
dimcult wars America has ever waged. 
It is not up to the Army to produce the 
needed food. That task is up to the 
American people; and it is up to the 
Congress of the United States so to 
'handle the situation that the farmers 
of the country may produce the food. 
That is not the Army's job. It is our 
job. The place where action must be 

· taken is right here in the Senate, and 
the time is right now, this very day. In 
a few days it will be time for planting; 
in fact, in many sections of the country 
it is already time for planting. 

One dimcuity arises from the fact that 
there is a certain glamour about being a 
soldier, and there is a certain feeling of 
obligation on the part of all the citizens 

to serve in the armed forces. That feel­
ing is not peculiar to any one group of 
our people or to any people of any par­
ticular employment. The farmers have 
that urge the same as do the men who 
live in the city; and the farmers feel 
that they have a duty to perform in the 
service of their country. However, I de­
sire to say that at the present time, un­
der all the present circumstances, the 
successful farmer who has his farm or­
ganized and is producing sizable quan­
tities of food, producing meat of all 
kinds, and grain of all kinds, is just as 
necessary, if not more necessary, to the 
war effort than is any general we have in 
the Army at the present time. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I am glad 
to yield. 

Mr. WILEY. I have listened with in­
terest to what the Senator has said and 
have obtained a great deal of light from 
his remarks. I w.as wondering how the 
bill would change the situation in rela­
tion to farm help, in view of the fact that 
on the 6th of this month Mr. McNutt is­
sued a directive. What would be the dif­
ference in effect upon the farm help of 
the country? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The dif­
ference in effect, I think, would be con­
siderable. The difference in the correct 
approach today is important, as well. 
The Congress, not Mr. McNutt, should 
lay oown the laws, so far a3 that is con­
cerned; but, as a matter of fact, the di­
rective worked out between the Depart­
ment of Agriculture and Mr. McNutt on 
the 6th day of March should have been 
worked out under the Tydings amend­
ment on the 13th day of November. 
They neglected to issue that directive to 
the selective service boards. They 
waited all those months without issuing 
it. I am of the opinion that the only 
reason they finally issued it on the 6th 
day of March is the Bankhead bill, which 
came from the Senate Military Affairs 
Committee. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, let 
me point out to the Senator that the di­
rective also continues the provisions of 
the Tydings amendment for farm units 
and for provision of replacements. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That is 
correct. I was going to mention that in 
further answer to the Senator from Wis­
consin. The directive which has been 
issued still has the dimcult formula of 
dividing and multiplying in finding an 
answer for all the selective service boards 
before a farmer can be deferred. But 
under the Bankhead amendment it is 
mandatory that farm workers, if they 
are engaged in the production of agri­
cultural commodities essential to the war 
effort, be deferred. They cannot even be 
taken into the Army if they volunteer. 

Mr. WILEY. Mr. President, will the 
Senator yield further? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. WILEY. The other day I listened 

to a radio commentator who described 
the situation. I wonder whether this 
particular bill would provide any relief. 
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I refer particularly to the fact that, ap­
parently, different cities and different 
counties are called upon for quotas which 
have been arrived at by means of some 
method of mathematical computation. 
The result is that in many States and in 
many cities there are still young men be­
tween tt ... e ages of 18 and 38 years who 
have not been taken into the service be­
cause in those places there is a larger 
percentage of single men of such ages 
than there is in places where men in the 
married group have been taken. On the 
other hand, in other States and in other 
cities the selective service boards now are 
drawing on the group of married men 
who have dependent children. 

A few days ago I received a telegram 
from my own county, stating that a whole 
contingent of farmers was leaving from 
Milwaukee to go into the service. I won­
der whether there is any provision that 
when the number of men counties and 
States are supposed to furnish under a 
certain call is apportioned, consideration 
shall be given to whether in those area~ 
the group of available single men is al­
ready exhausted, and that, if so, the area 
should not be called upon to furnish mar­
ried men under a quota until the num­
ber of available single men in other areas 
is exhausted. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 
President, of course the Senator brings 
up the difficulty under the Tydings 
amendment. However, before we leave 
the question originally propounded to me 
as to the difference between the legis­
lative act and procedure and the direc­
tive or the document issued by Mr. Mc­
Nutt, let me say that the directive which 
has been issued can be changed tomor­
row, whereas if we make provision by law 
it will be on the statute books and will 
not be changed until we get ready to 
change it. That, I think, is a very, very 
important difference. 

Now, returning to the Senator's ques­
tion as to quotas, let me say that of 
course he has pointed out. what has 
broken down the Tydings amendment 
and operations under it. The Tydings 
amendment is before the draft boards. 
Then the State is called upon to fill a 
certain quota; but the boards are down 
at the bottom of the barrel so far as 
single men are concerned, and they have 
to select married men. They have to fill 
their quotas. They have to take married 
men. They see a farm boy out in the 
country, and they say, "Well, we should 
get that rosy-cheeked fellow. He will 
make a good soldier." So they put him 
in class I-A. That is exactly what has 
happened. That is exactly what has 
happened in my State; and, as the Sen­
ator has stated, that is exactly what is 

. happening right now in the State of 
Wisconsin. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Mr. President, 
will the Senator yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. Will the Senator 

comment on this point for me: My sit­
uation, as the Senator has outlined, is 
that I have a basic prejud.ice against oc­
cupational deferment by class. I think 
legislation to -that effect in . respect to 
the selective service is bad legislation. 

I think selective service ceases to be such 
when there is general occupational de­
ferment. 

On the other hand, I recognize the 
complete truth of everything the Sena­
tor says about the necessity of conserv­
ing an adequate farm-labor supply. As 
a result of all the inquiries which have 
been made, will the Senator say to me 
that there is no way effectively to pro­
tect indispensable farm labor under the 
theory by which we tried to proceed via 
the Tydings amendment, except by gen­
eral occupational deferment? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. In my 
opinion, it could have been worked out 
by the Selective Service System; but they 
did not do it. They could have worked 
it out under the Tydings amendment, 
but they failed to do so-they miserably 
failed. As evidence of that fact, I call 
attention again to the administrative di­
rective which was issued on March 6, 
which must condemn them. Why was it 
not issued on November 13? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. I completely 
agree with the Senator; but I ask him 
again--

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The real 
answer, of course, to the Senator's ques­
tion--

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is what I 
should like to have-the real answer. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The real 
answer is that the crisis is so severe that 
we must have blanket deferment; that 
is, we must keep on the farm every boy 
who is on the farm. Senators can call 
it blanket deferment if they want to do 
so. The workers must be kept on the 
farms, and we must get more help on 
the farms. 

A few days ago Secretary Wickard, in 
testifying before one of our committees, 
said: 

Since I appeared before you a month ago, 
I have become increasingly alarmed about 
our inability to get enough farm labor to 
reach the goals that we have established for 
farm production this year. I am more 
alarmed today than I was yesterday-

And so on. The Secretary of Agricul­
ture is alarmed, and so am I alarmed. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. So am I; and I 
agree with what the Senator says; and 
I agree with Secretary Wickard's conclu­
sion about the situation. I agree that 
the directive of March 6 has been insuf­
ferably delayed. 

Then I come back to the question, Is it 
not possible to implement the Tydings 
amendment by legislation in the fashion 
of a directive, so that we may reach the 
problem directly without a general blan­
ket deferment? That is my question. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That is 
what we want to do. We want to try 
to implement the Tydings amendment so 
that it will be effective. The only way we 
can implement it so that it will be effec­
tive is to make it mandatory. If we leave 
it optional, the same conditions will con­
tinue which have prevailed during the 
past many months. _ 

Mr. VANDENBERG. If the Tydings 
amendment is changed in the fashion the 
Senator •recommends there is no neces­
sity that the deferred draftee shall be in­
dispensable to the farm. All he has to 

do is to work on it. As a result, it seems 
to me that anybody who wants to avoid 
the draft can get a job on-a farm, whether 
he is indispensable or not in respect to 
the particular farm operation. It s~ems 
to me that a test finally has got to be ap­
plied to determine the indispensability of 
the individual who finds himself on a par­
ticular farm where he works. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Has the 
Senator read the so-called Bankhead 
amendment? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. No; I have been 
listening to the Senator's explanation of 
it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I should 
like to read it, for I think it states the 
case in strong language. It says: 

(k) Every registrant who is engaged or 
employed substantially full time on a farm 
in connection with the production or harvest­
ing of any agricultural commodity set forth 
in local board release No. 164 of the Selective 
Service System as being a commodity es­
sential to the war effort shall, while he con­
tinues to be so engaged or employed, be de­
ferred by his selective service local board 
from training and service under this act in 
the land and naval forces of the United 
States. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. The commodity 
has to be indispensable, but the worker 
does not have to be. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The 
commodity has to be indispensable, yes. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. But the worker 
does not have to be. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Oh, yes. 
Mr. VANDENBERG. The amendment 

does not say so. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. It says 

he has to be producing an indispensable 
commodity, and if he is not producing 
such a commodity he is not indispensable, 
and he is not deferred. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Is the Senator 
willing to have the bill read that the 
worker must not only be "engaged sub­
stantially full time," but that he must be 
indispensable? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I should 
like to know who would determine the 
question of indispensability. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. The same person 
who will determine whether the worker 
is engaged substantially full time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Oh, no:· 
the question is to be determined by cer­
tain facts, such as, Is the worker sub­
stantially making his living by the pro­
duction of certain foods, certain com­
modities? 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Suppose a farm­
er has 10 workers when he needs only 5; 
the proposal would defer all of them. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I am not 
going to suppose for a moment that 
farmers would be so asinine. They do 
not do business in that way. I think 
we have to have a little faith in the 
farmers of this country and concede 
that they will play fair, and at least 
will not hire more men than they need. 
I know industry does that when they get 
cost-plus contracts which are charged 
to the Treasury of the United States; 
but the farmer does not have that privi­
lege; he cannot reach into the Treasury 
of the United States and do that. If he 
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hires labor, he has to pay for it out of 
his own pocket, and he does not hire 
a single man more than he needs at any 
time. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. That is un­
doubtedly so, but the Senator can see 
what I am trying to get at. I may have 
used an unfortunate illustration. Let 
me use the 1llustration of a man in town 
who, when his draft number is up, wants 
to do anything he can in order to avoid 
service under the draft; all he has to 
do is to get a job on the farm, and he 
is safe under the language of the pro­
posal. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. He 
would have to remain on the farm. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. 'For how long? 
Mr. JOHNSON of -colorado. When­

ever he quit the job on the farm he 
would have to go to his draft board anrl 
report. What we want him to do is to 
stay on the farm and "hit ~ the ball.'' 

Mr. VANDENBERG. All he has to do 
is to remain on the farm and he is ex­
empt. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. He has 
to work at the production of essential 
_commodities; that is all he has to do. 
In that sense he does not have to go 
into the draft; but we have to have 
men on the farms. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. 'President, will 
the Senator yield? 

The PRESIDING O.FFICER. Does the 
. Senator from Colorado yield to the Sen­
ator from Wyoming? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. . 
Mr. 0 1MAHONEY. The question 

which was addressed to the Senator from. 
Colorado•J>y the Senator from Michigan 
pointed directly at the divergence be­
tween the amendment now -otiered by the 
Senator from Colorado and the amend­
ment which is reco.llliD;ended by the 
minority of the Committee on ·Military 
Atiairs. That amendment takes -careful 
consideration of the_individual contribu­
tion of each individual registrant to the 
production of an essential commodity. 
It makes the difference between a bro.ad 
occupational -deferment to which the 
·Senator objects, and_a deferment, which 
is based upon the individual.contribution 
of each individual registrant to the pro­
duction of an essential agricultural com­
modity. When that condition exists 
under the amendment proposed by the 
minority the local selective-service board 
has no discretion except t-o grant defer­
ment. 

Mr. VANDENBERG. Why would not 
that achieve the same purpose as a 
general occupational deferment? I 
should like to hear what the Senator 
from Colorado has to say about that. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The rule 
we have applied to agriculture is a rule 
which has been applied to industry. We 
have done nothing other than to apply a 
rule which has been in etiect right along 
insofar as industry is concerned. 

In regard to the contenti-on of .the 
Senator from Wyoming, that he has a 
better formula for determining whether 
or not a man is doing something worth 
while on the farm, let me point out that 
our amendment reads-

Shall be engaged or employed substantially 
full time on a farm in connection with tb.e 

production of any a.grtcultural commodity ~ 
forj;h in local board ·release No. 164 -of tl:;le 
Selective Serv-ice .System as being a commodity 
essential to the war effort. · 

That is the way we state it-"substan­
tially full time." 

I shall state the way the formula of the 
Senator from Wyoming works out. It is 
a complicated, confused, mathematical 
formula, the production of the "brain 
trust." 

WAR UNIT 

A war unit is a measure of production of 
essential farm products. In the attached 
table essential farm .products _are given a 
·relative value in terms elf war units. The 
following, for example, are each equivalent 
to one war unit: 1 milk cow, 20 ;feed lot cat­
tle, 1 acre in beets, 5 acres in dry beans, 20 
acres in wheat, 1 acre in carrots, and so forth. 

CONVERSlON FACTOR 

The conversion factor is the percentage 
that a given product, whether it be a single 
animal or a ·single acre of special type pro­
duction, bears to a war unit, for example: 

·1 acre 01 wheat is 0.05 of a war unit; 1 acre of 
onions is 1.00 of a war unit; · acre of st r rw­
berries is 1.50 of a war unit, and so forth. 

The number of acres given to a certain type 
of production or the number of a;nitn_als of 
a specified type multiplied by t he conversion 
!actor results in the wal' unit value, for ex.~m­
ple: 3 range cattle multiplied by the co.nver­
sion factor of 0.07 resl.llts in a 0.21 war unit; 
19 acres of Irish potatoes multiplied by the 
conversion factor of 0.50 is equivalent to 9.60 
war units, and so forth . 

There is the difference between the 
· O'Mahoney approach and the Bankhead 
appr.oach. The Senator from Alabama 
says "substantially full time on a farm in 
connection with the production of feod 
that is needed in the war etiort." The 
O'Mahoney amendment goes back to the 
unit rule. It is a difficult formul-a, and I 
suppose when the farmer reads it he will 
say, "I had rather go into the Army than 
try to figure out this provision." 

Mr. TAF'l' and Mr. WHEELER ad-
dressed the Chair. 

- The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does 
the Senator from Colorado yield; and 
if so, to whom? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield 
first to the Senator from Ohio, who was 
on his feet first. 

Mr. TAFT. I should like to ask a 
question as to the application of this to 
a farmer who is married and deferre<t 
because of dependency. Does the second 
part of the amendment apply to him so 
'that a man woUld be prevented from 
going into a war industry, we will .say, 
or does he still retain deferment by rea.­
son of dependency over and above any 
deferment given him by this bill. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. He may 
have two oars. I do not know whether 
he has or not. Not being a lawyer I 
cannot very well answer that. At least, 
however, this is the situation. 

Mr. TAFT. The bill says every reg­
istrant engaged in farming shall be de­
ferred. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Very 
well. A farmer who is married is de­
ferred under this bill so long as he re­
mains on the farm and produces certain 
agricultural commodities. If he decides 
that he wants to change his occupation 
and go to the city and get a job, he can 
_go to his local selective board and _pre-

sent the matter to them. They w111 
Tender final judgment whether he is 
more valuable on the farm than he 
would be working in a war industry in 
town. 

Mr. TAFT. ·That is what I do not un­
derstand. · I do not think the bill is 
clear as to· whether a man who is mar­
ried and deferred on the ground of de­
pendency is covered by this bill or is not 
covered by it. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. He is 
covered by it. Of course, every farmer, 
-every registrant, is covered by it; it is all­
inclusive. Whether a farmer has two 
children and a wife -would not make a 
particle of difference. 

Mr. TAFT. Would the Senator say 
that the intention of the bill is to treat a 
man who is deferred for dependency just 
as if he were a single man so far as say­
ing to him, "You can stay on the farm 
or go into the Army" is concerned? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. So far as 
this bill is concerned, that is true. The 
question is not exactly as the Senator 
states it, "stay on the farm or go into 
the Army." He has another oppor­
tunity; he can go to town and go into 
industry, if the board approves such a 
change. 

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield 
first to the Senator from Montana . 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, I was 
.about to say that it seems to me that 
under the O'Mahoney amendment the 
farmer has to come to Washington and 
get a clearance from the Department of 
Agriculture, as I understand the amend­
ment. 

_Mr. O'MAHONE.Y. I am sure the Sen­
ator from Colorado will say that that is 
not .the case. 

Mr. WHEELER. That is true if I read 
it correctly. It provides: 

Provided further, That the Secretary of 
Agriculture may from tl.m.e to time certify to 
the Selective Service System--

Mr. O'MAHONEY. That is in the sub ... 
stitute offered by the Senator from Colo· 
rado. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. This is 
the language for which the Senator is 
looking. It is 0n the second page of the 
O'Mahoney amendment: 

If the production of such commodities at­
tributable to such registrant is at least equal 
to the minl.m.um standard of production per 
person as set forth in such release No. 164. 

Mr. WHEELER. That is correct. 
Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That is 

the formula I have just read. So the 
QJMahoney amendment ties the farm 
worker to that unit rule, and that is 
the objection some of us had to the 
O'Mahoney amendment. 

Mr. AIKEN. Mr. President, will the 
Senator from Colorado yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. AIKEN. I think we might as well 

realize that the bill deals primarily with 
married men. The farms of the country 
have been nearly stripped of the single 
men, and if we took every last single man 
left on the farms between the ages of 18 
and 38, we would not get over 250,000. 
Those are the figures which applied a 
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month ago, and the number is probably 
considerably less than that today. So 
the bill deals primarily with married men 
on the farm. There are about 2,600,000 
married men between the ages of 18 and 
38 on the farms, and probably between 
a million and a quarter and a inillion and 
a half of them would be physically quali­
fied for duty in the armed services. So 
when we consider this matter, I think we 
should consider that we are concerned 
primarily with men who have been 
classed in 3-A for family reasons. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I thank 
the Senator from Vermont, and I call the 
attention of the Senator from Ohio to 
the fact that we are about down to the 
bottom of the barrel in all categories, so 
far as single men in the United States 
are concerned. Therefore, if this bill 
did not deal with the married men, it 
would be worthless, as the Senator from 
Vermont has pointed out. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield to 
the Senator from Kentucky. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I felt, at the time of 
the adoption of the Tydings amendment, 
and I have felt more strongly ever since. 
that. though it probably was the best we 
could do at the time. one of its defects 
in fixing 6 months as the maximum de­
ferment for a man engaged in essential 
agriculture was that the 6 months might 
terminate in the midst of a harvest. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That was 
taken out. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I was thinking of it 
as it was first offered. But aside from 
that. my theory has been-and I have 
not been thoroughly convinced that I am 
·wrong about it-that probably it was not 
started in time. If the local boards had 
been given full authority from the begin­
ning to determine whether a man should 
be left on the farm or should be drafted, 
it would have been better than our be­
lated effort now to correct the situation, 
because all the draft boards, in all the 
counties, are patriotic men. they are 
level-headed men, and they are doing a 
good job under the law and under the 
instructions which they have received 
from the selective service authorities in 
Washington. They know the men in 
their localities or, if they do not know 
them, they can · find out all about them. 
They have facilities for learning whether 
the work of these men is essential, 
whether they should be deferred indefi­
nitely, or for a period wl1ich they might 
themselves fix. 

Many young farm hands have already 
gone into the Army. I would hesitate a 
long time, under the present circum­
stances, to vote for any' bill which would 
take them out of the Army and put them 
back on the farms, although I under­
stand that is being advocated. I am 
somewhat in sympathy with the attitude 
of the Senator from Michigan toward 
wholesale occupational deferment. I 
doubt the wisdom of saying by law that 
any class of citizens of this country shall 
be relieved from military service, because 
the war we are in is a war in which we 
are all engaged, it affects all of us, and to 
the extent necessary for all classes to 
render service, I think it is in the interest 

of the country, and it is certainly in com­
pliance with our theories of democracy 
and universal service, that that should be 
the rule. 

I am wondering now whether we 
should enact the proposed legislation, 
and provide that all those now on the 
farm shall stay there, or that any others 
who are not on the farm but who go there 
before they are inducted into the service 
shall remain there, provided they are en­
gaged in agriculture substantially for 
full time, leaving it up to the board. 

In thinking about it, in connection 
with the farmers whose helpers have al­
ready gone into the Army, I wonder how 
they are going to feel about this freezing 
of other farm hands on the farm, when 
theirs have not been frozen on the farm 
but are frozen in the Army, insofar as 
that may be possible. 

I am a little in doubt about the wis­
dom of the proposal. I am on the fence 
about it. I told the Senator from Ala­
bama this morning that I thought his 
bill was half wrong and half right. There 
are certain features of it about which I 
cannot enthuse, yet I realize the neces .. 
sity of conserving farm labor as much as 
we can. Can the Senator from Colorado 
relieve my mind of some of the difficul­
ties which I face? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. In the 
first place, of course. the bill does not do 
anything about the man already in the 
Army. As the Senator from Kentucky 
has already stated, he is frozen in the 
Army. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I understand the bill 
does not deal with those men. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. It is un­
fortunate that the bill was not enacted 
before December 7, 1941, but few of us 
thought that the farm crisis would de­
velop the way it has developed. We did 
not have sufficient foresight; our hind­
sight is much better. Now. we find our­
selves in a very difficult situation. We 

· find famine facing us on every hand. 
We find famine all over the world. We 
know that we will be facing famine here 
in the United States. We are attempt­
ing to be the breadbasket for the world, 
and we know the world needs some coun­
try to be its breadbasket, and to take care 
of its breadbasket for it. We have that 
additional problem facing us, and this 
crisis has developed. 

Simply because we were wrong in the 
first place, shall we say we are going to 
continue wrong to the bitter end, that we 
are not going to make any change simply 
because of the inequities between the boy 
who was drafted before the bill was en­
acted and the boy who was drafted after­
ward? 

Mr.BARKLEY. I should say "No" to 
that question. Of course, we all have 
been compelled, in view of the novelty 
of the situation and the circumstances 
which we have faced, to grope more or 
less in the dark in seeking to solve many 
of these problems. In addition to that, 
sometimes we have not had the courage 
even to go in where the light of ex­
perience and wisdom would have directed 
us to go, because we are tender-footed 
and cautious, and we are not always sure 
what the reaction on the morale of the 
people will be in a given situation. We 
cannot ignore all that. I am not speak-

ing of political fear or caution, or the 
desire to walk on eggshells so as not to 
break any of them. I am talking about 
really following the lamp of experience 
in trying to devise wise laws which can­
not be interpreted as a species of class 
legislation beyond absolute necessity in 
a war in which all classes· and all citi­
zens, regardless of politics, religion, color, 
or condition, are interested in the result. 
I want us to follow, as far as we can, 
the ideals of a democratic nation, in 
preserving what we are trying to preserve 
of democracy and equality. 

Frankly, I am somewhat bothered 
about both the bill as offered and the 
amendment offered by the Senator from 
Wyoming. I mean that I cannot be sure 
of myself in voting for either of them. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I am very 
certain that had such a bill as this been 
proposed to the Senate a year ago, it 
would have been overwhelmingly de­
feated. At that time we did not realize 
what the food situation would be. There 
was no way by which we could foretell 
it. As I have said, our pantry shelves 
were full, our stores were loaded down 
with food, our warehouses and storage 
places were filled, and we never thought 
we would be facing famine so soon; but 
we are. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Let me ask the Sen­
ator about that. I see that famine is 
predicted, and all that, but I am wonder­
ing how close to famine we really are, 
as a matter of fact. I know it is always 
.desirable, when we want the whole peo­
ple to do something, probably to over­
estimate the necessity, so that they will 
come up promptly to what th'ey should 
do. 

Speaking of meat, I was told by the 
Secretary of Agriculture not more than 
a week ago that, while many dairy cows 
have been slaughtered because of the 
economic situation of the dairy indus­
try, there are 500,000 more beef cattle in 
this country today than there were a 
year ago. If that is true that would not 
indicate a famine in meat. I realize 
that the Army eats more meat and more 
solid, substantial food than the same 
number of men would eat at home. A 
different kind of food is required for 
the men in the Army. Of course, we 
cannot neglect them in any regard. 
Then, too, we have sent food to our· 
allies; but the testimony before the Com­
mittee on Foreign Relations a few days 
ago was that our shipments amounted 
to only about 6 percent of our total 
production. The increased consumption 
of the Army and the Navy, and the in­
creased shipments abroad, which are 
somewhat offstep by reason of lack of 
shipping, or because commerce has been 
interfered with, result in a total per­
centage of increase in consumption 
which on the surface does not present 
an alarming figure. It may be that in 
some other commodities, of which there 
is not a surplus, or of which there may 
be a shortage, such a situation exists, 
but in the heavier, more substantial 
meat products, unless I either misunder­
stood the Secretary of Agriculture, or 
he was mistaken--

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. No, the 
Senator from Kentucky did not mis-
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understand the Secretary. The Secre­
tary's statement is correct, according to 
all the statistics, but the Secretary has 
also stated that this year, 1943, we need 
a 5 percent greater production than we 
had in 1942, and 1942 was the greatest 
farm food production year this country 
has ever had. I presu.ne that is so, gen­
erally speaking. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Is that 5 percent 
greater production an over-all5 percent, 
over everything? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Yes, that 
is an over-all 5 percent increase of 
everything which the S~cretary said we 
must have. 

Recurring to the meat situation, I do 
not think there is any doubt at all that 
we have more cattle in this country to­
day than we have ever had. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, will 
the Senator let me interrupt him at that 
point? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Yes, I 
shall be glad to. · 

Mr. BANKHEAD. The number of 
cattle as has been pointed out, is not 
the d~cisive factor. The weight of the 
cattle is the decisive factor. The Sec­
retary has stated in recent days that 
there is a shortage of protein :"eed for 
the cattle, ar.d that the estimate is that 
the cattle crop-if it may be so termed­
now in existence in bulk for slaughter 
will be less in weight by several hun­
dred million pounds than it was last 
year notwithstanding the increased · 
need. The Secretary also pointed out 
that the protein feeds the cattle had 
been feeding on are less because the 
people, by reason of scarcity of oth~r 
foods, are eating much of the protem 
food which it was intended should be 
consumed by cattle. 

Mr. BARKLEY. We all know, of 
course, that it takes rr.ore protein feed to 
feed cattle until they are 2 years old 
than it does to feed them until they are 1 
year old, and then sell them. At the 
same time more meat is obtained from 
2-year-old cattle than from !-year-old 
cattle. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. But if we follow the 
statement of the Secretary with respect 
to the number of cattle we must also 
follow his statement with respect to the 
weight of the cattle. He said that, 
notwithstanding the number of cattle, it 
is inevitable that there will be a very 
large meat reduction because of the re­
duction in the weight of the cattle. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That might be con­
tributed to by two situations. One is 
that we have killed the cattle at a 
younger age when they have a lesser 
weight . . Another is that we have run 
short of the type of feed necessary to 
produce the extra weight in cattle. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Presi­
dent, will the Senator yield to me at that 
point? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. On the ques­

tion raised by the Senator from Ken­
tucky I cannot speak for any other State 
than 'my own, but I am familiar with 
conditions in my State. I have been 
speaking in the Senate about this very 
manpower problem for over a year. I 

pointed out more than a year ago on 
this floor exactly the situation which was 
developing which has culminated in the 
present ve~y dangerous and tragic situ­
ation. I have received letters by the 
hundreds from Missouri. A man wrote 
me and said: 

I have been in the habit of feeding 100, 
200, sometimes 300 cattle. I have been feed­
ing cattle for a great many years. I am 68 
years old. My two boys have been drafted. 
I cannot obtain any farm labor. The farm 
labor has gone to the munitions plants. I 
cannot run my place and feed my cattle. I 
am going to sell off my cattle and put in a 
truck garden to support myself and the old 
woman until this thing is over and the boys 
come home. 

The result is that while there may 
have been some increase in the actual 
number of cattle, the farmers are selling 
their feed upon which the beef cattle 
of the United States were always depend­
ent instead of feeding it to the cattle. 

Mr. President., this is a situation which 
should have been perceived a year or a 
year and a half ago. Some of us have 
been talking about it on the floor of the 
Senate that long. I have had this mat­
ter up repeatedly with the Department of 
Agriculture and the Selective Service 
Administration, pointing out that ex­
actly this situation was going to develop, 
but we have been pushed away. 

Since I am on my feet I wish to say 
tl:at I doubt very much that any of the 
proposed measures are going to do any 
more than lock the barn door after the 
horse has been stolen, because many 
farms have gone out of ~roduction. The 
young men working on the farms are in 
the Army. I think, instead of this be­
ing a legislative matter, it should have 
been an administrative matter, because 
it is very difficult to legislate with all 
the contingencies in mind. It is much 
more difficult to handle it as a matter 
of legislation than it would have been 
to handle it as a matter of administra­
tion. 

The whole situation, from the point 
of view of selective service, of manpower, 
and the Department of Agriculture, has, 
in my opinion, resulted in the most tragic 
failure this country has ever known. 
I do not know anything the Congress 
can do to correct it, except to pass legis­
lation on the subject, halting and clumsy 
and doubtful as the legislation may be. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, let me 
ask another question of the Senator from 
Colorado. I do not wish to take too 
much of his time. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I am al­
ways glad to be interrupted by the Sen­
ator from Kentucky. I thank the Sen­
ator from Missouri [Mr. CLARK] for his 
contribution. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr .. President, the 
bill and also the substitute offered by the 
Senator from Wyoming [Mr. O'MAH­
ONEY] propose to leave it to the local 
boards to determine, first, whether any 
given draftee or registrant is engaged, 
especially in agriculture, substantially 
at full time. That is awkward lan­
guage, but that is what it means. Then 
also they are to determine whether he 
can go to a munitions factory, or to any 
other industry outside agriculture. Sup-

pose that a man at any given time is 
working on a farm, and is certified as 
being essentially and substantially on 
full time engaged in agriculture. He 
would be deferred. Suppose later on 
he decides that he wants to quit farm­
ing and go into an industry, where many 
farmers have gone. I have been told 
that for every man the Army has taken 
from the farm, industry has taken any­
where from three to five. I think three 
to one is a conservative estimate, and 
probably it is four to one. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. I will s·ay ta the 
Senator that it probably . is three to 
seven. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Three to seven? 
The Senator means seven to three. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Seven to industry 
and three to farming. 

Mr. BARKLEY. That is a little more 
than two to one. Of course, they have 
already gone, hundreds of thousands of 
them, and they are working, and prob­
ably would be certified, if the board had 
any such power, as being engaged in an 
essential industry, to wit, turning out 
munitions of one kind or another. Sup­
pose any given man who now is deferred 
by the local board on the ground that 
his whole time, or substantially all his 
time, is taken up in agriculture wants 
to go to a munitions factory, and ap­
plies to the board, and the board turns 
him down. Let us assume he decides 
he can get around that situation by 
simply quitting farming altogether, so 
that he could not any longer be certified 
as being engaged in an essential agri­
cultural industry. There is no way of 
making him work on the farm if he does 
not want to. In that situation what 
would this bill do? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. He would 
lose his deferment, and he would be clas­
sified I-A. 

Mr. BARKLEY. But suppose the 
board then were authorized, or suppose 
it exercised the authority, to determine 
whether he should go to the Army or go 
to some industrial plant where he could 
get a job. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The 
board can do that. 

Mr. BARKLEY. The board can do 
that in either case. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Yes; the 
board can do that in either case. It can 
determine whether he shall go in the 
Army or into industry. He may decide 
whether he will stay on the farm, but the 
board decides whether he shall go into 
the Army or into industry. It can deter­
mine the question either way. 

Mr. President, I wish to call the atten­
tion of the Senator from Kentucky to a 
matter in regard to shortage of food 
which perhaps he has not thought about. 
The fundamental difference between the 
United States forces and Hitler, for in­
stance, lies in the way they handle cap­
tured or occupied countries. Whenever 
Hitler captures a country he steals all the 
food the country has. He takes it right 
away from the people. He robs them of 
food and of everything else. When the 
United States forces capture enemy­
occupied territory they feed the people. 
We not only let them have what they 
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previously possessed but we 
other supplies for them. 

brfng in 1 

. We expect to take considerable terri­
tory during the next mo.nths, and un­
doubtedly will, and as we take territory 
we must step in and feed the citizens of 
the countries we occupy. We want to do 
it and we will do it. It will require im­
mense quantities of. food. 

Then, in regard to the beef, the people 
of the country· have · more money now 
than ever before. There is practically 
no unemployment in this country; 
Workers have money to buy beef. They 
do not use substitutes for beef. They 
take the real thing. Our Army i.:; using 
an immense quantity of beef, and we are 
trying to get some . for lend-lease pur­
poses. As a result, even though we are 
in a statistically 'good position, so far as 
cattle are concerned, we are in a -bad 
situation because of the great demand. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, may I 
ask the Gena tor .a further question? 

Mr. JGHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. BARKLEY. I glanced' over the 

Secretary's testimony in which he de­
tails the agricultural situation in some­
what pessimistic terms, but I do not find 
where he advocates this bill. What 
would .the Senator say with respect to 
his position on the bill now before the 
Senate? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I do not 
know that he was asked about this par-
ticular bill. . 

Mr. BANKHEAD. Mr. President, I will 
say that naturally the Secretary did not 
want to make any statement in direct 
conflict with the attitude of the President 
or the administration, but the Secretary 
said that no more men should be taken 
from the farms. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Yes; I saw that state­
ment. 

Mr. BANKHEAD. He agrees to the 
principle of the bill, whether he approves 
it in this form or not. He gives warning 
that this situation is growing worse all 
the time; that we cannot hope to have 
as much production as we had last year, 
not only because of the shortage of labor 
but because of the shortage of farm im­
plements and the fact that the best 
workers, the young men on the farm, 
have gone and the· replacements are not 
equal to the. ones who have gone. He 
points out· that we cannot get as much 
production per man this year as we had 
last year. With all these factors he 
positively asserts that no more men 
should be taken from the farms this year. 

Mr. PEPPER. Will the Senator from 
Colorado yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield 
to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. PEPPER. Mr. President, my 
sentiments are somewhat the same as 
those expressed by our able leader [Mr. 
BARKLEY]. I have just returned from 
my State, and I know there is a very 
severe and acute shortage of labor. The 
State is engaged primarily in the pro­
duction of food. 

It seems to me that in considering 
legislation of the nature proposed three 
principles should be apparent. The first 
is that the country should be dealt with 
fairly, because the military forces have 
their imperative needs. 

The second is that the legislation 
should be fair as between man and man 
in regard to the duty to perform mili­
tary service. 

The third is that it must be fair to 
agriculture, upon which such imperative 
demands are being made at the present 
time. 

Leaving out the first principle, I am 
afraid that the proposed legislation does 
not deal fairly as between man and man 
in respect to their several obligations to 
perform military service. As the able 
Senator from Michigan [Mr. VANDEN­
BERG] has said, if a man went from the 
city to the farm and obtained a job he 
would be exempt by virtue of the pro­
posed legisl?,tion. As I understand, all 
·that the bill or the O'Mahoney amend­
ment does is to reguire that a man be 
engaged substantially in the perform­
ance of farm work. That does not mean 
that he must be diligent, or do a good 
job, or necessarily be faithful in the per­
formance of his work. 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, will 
the . Senator from Colorado yield? I 
must interrupt the Senator from Florida 
at this point. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. The characteriza­

tion which has been employed by the dis­
tinguished Senator from Florida does not 
apply to the minority amendment. I 
think that should be clear. 

That is the substantial difference be­
tween the amendment offered by the Sen­
ator from Colorado [Mr. JOHNSON l and 
the one offered by the minority. The 
minority amendment would require a 
minimum of individual contribution. 
The amendment offered by the Senator 
from Colorado would not. 

Mr. PEPPER. I have the language 
of the O'Mahoney amendment before me. 
It reads as follows: 

That for the purposes of this subsection, 
a registrant shall be found by his selective­
service local board to be necessary to and 
regularly engaged in an agricultural occupa­
tion or endeavor essential to· the war effort 
(1) if he is engaged substantially full time 
in the production of agricultural commodities 
certified to the Selective Service System by 
the Secretary of Agriculture as being essential 
to the war effort and set forth in local board 
release No. 164, effective January 16, 1943, 
and (2) if the production of such commod­
ities attributable to such registrant-

Mr. O'MAHONEY. That makes it in­
dividual contribution. 

Mr. PEPPER. Indeed, it does not. if 
I read it correctly. Let me finish the 
clause-
and (2) if the production of such com­
modities attributable to such registrant is at 
least equal to the minimum standard pro­
duction per person as set forth in such release 
No. 164. 

Does the Senator believe that that re­
quires the individual worker to turn out a -
certain amount of work a day, a week, or a 
month? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. Absolutely; it re­
quires the production of the minimum in­
dividual contribution set forth in release 
No.164, and because it does, certain Mem­
bers of the Senate object to it. They 
want to eliminate the second qualifi­
cation. 

Mr. PEPPER. Does that apply to the 
number of cows a farmer has to milk, 
the number of hands he shall use in milk­
ing, and matters of that nature? Are 
they laid down in the circular? 

Mr. O'MAHONEY. The proper stand­
ard is laid down. 

Mr. PEPPER. Assuming that I am in 
error about that, · the other question is 
whether or not these criteria would 
exempt a man who should be exempt to 
carry on the farm operation. What is 
the standard to be applied to an indi­
vidual worker on the farm to determine 
whether or not the farm could e;.et along 
without him? Would the Senator say 
that there may not be cases in which a 
worker could be spared, and that in every 
case on every farm every man not yet 
drafted should be deferred? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I have 
been a farmer all my life, and I have 
never hired a . man for 1 minute .whom 
I did not need. I believe the answer to 
the question of the Senator from Florida 
will have to be left to the judgment of 
the farmer. As I have already stated, the 
farmer is not operating on a cost-plus 
basis. 

Mr. PEPPER. If I correctly under­
stand, it is not left to the judgment of 
the farmer. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. If a farm 
laborer is working for a farmer, so long 
as the laborer remains on the farm and 
works for the farmer, he is deferred. 

Mr. PEPPER. .Regardless of whether 
the farmer can get along without him? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. The 
farmer can determine whether he can 
get along without the man. 

Mr. PEPPER. As I understand the 
language of the bill which the able Sen­
ator is now sponsoring, it contemplates 
a blanket deferment, and a man could 
not be taken away from the farm unless 
he requested his selective service board 
to allow him to go somewhere else. Is 
that not correct? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. No; that 
is not entirely correct. A man must be 
making his living of! the farm and must 
be engaged in the production of certain 
specified farm commodities. 

Mr. PEPPER. I invite the Senator's 
attention to the following language: 

Until January 1, 1944, every registrant-

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. That is 
not the amendment that is before us at 
the present time. A substitute has been 
offered for that amendment, and we are 
now discussing the latest Bankhead 
amendment. 

Mr. PEPPER. The language in italics 
in Senate bill 729 is not now before the 
Senate? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. No. 
Mr. PEPPER. Will the Senator kindly 

refer to the language and indicate the 
standard with respect to the .need of the 
individual person on the farm? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I will 
read the language: 

Every registrant who is engaged or em­
ployed substantially full time on a farm in 
connection with the production or harvest­
ing of any agricultural commodit)' set forth 
in local board release No. 164-
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That release lists all the essential farm 

commodities important to the war in­
dustry, and nothing else. 

Mr. PEPPER. So it is not required that 
the particular person be found by a dis­
interested agency to be essential to the 
operation of the farm. There are many 
sons of farmers throughout the country 
who have no more right to be deferred 
than have the sons of other farmers who 
have gone to war. If a farmer can ob­
tain another man to take the place of 
his son, or if the father is not sick. and 
can carry on the farm operation, why 
should the Congress, without giving any­
one any discretion to pass upon a par­
ticular case, say that the boy on the 
farm shall be deferred? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. If he is 
producing substantial amounts of the 
food supplies which the country needs, 
he ought to be deferred. 

Mr. PEPPER. He ought not to be de­
ferred if someone else can be put in his 
place. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Merely 
because he is the son of a farmer, that 
should be no reason for not deferring 
him. 

Mr. PEPPER. Does the Senator re­
gard the pending bill as one which would 
be of very much help to the farmer if it 
were passed? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Indeed I 
do, or I should not be trying to have it 
passed. 

Mr. PEPPER. Would the bill give the 
farmers all the assistance the Senator 
wants to give them in cultivating and 
harvesting their crops? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I am not 
trying to give the farmers anything. I 
am trying to do something which will 
result in the production of food for the 
people of the United States, for our 
armed forces, and to fulfill our respon­
sibilities in enemy territory. 

Mr. PEPPER. I am entirely in sym­
pathy with the objectives of the bill, but 
what I am suggesting is that it is only a 

· partial solution of the problem. In some 
cases it may actually do injustice, in 
favor of one man as against someone 
who has already gone to war. 

I mean to suggest, with apologies to 
the Senator and in compliment to the 
spirit of the proposed legislation, that 
I do not believe it would guarantee labor 
to tl~e farmer. The farm labor problem 
in Florida would not be solved if we 
should pass the pending bill. I should 
like to see the able Senator and his com­
mittee and the very able and distin­
guished Senator who is responsible for 
the bill try to draft more comprehensive 
legislation which would guarantee an 
adequate supply of labor to the farmer 
and give proper discretion to some one­
either the agricultural representatives in 
a given county or to the draft board­
to pass on particular cases so that in­
justice would not be done anyone. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. As the 
Senator from Florida has said, the pend­
ing bill may not be a cure-all. We may 
realize only a part of the results we are 
hoping for; but it would certainly be of 
some value. 

Mr. PEPPER. With the permission 
of the Senator I should like to make 
one further comment. We are freezing 

farm boys on the farms and in the jobs 
where they are now, without any regard 
to the wages which they are being paid 
in the jobs they now occupy. I am in 
favor of the principle of occupational 
deferment. I think we should have had 
it from the beginning. Not only should 
industrial occupational deferment be 
provided for by a board which knows 
something about industry, but agricul­
tural deferment should be taken care of 
by a committee or agency which knows 
something about the needs of agricul­
ture. As I understand, in England the 
authorities do not freeze a worker in a 
factory unless they fl.re satjsfied about 
the wage rate and the working condi­
tions in the factory. We know very 
well that there are places in this coun­
try where the wages which farm labor­
ers receive are pitiful. In some sections 
of my State farm wages have barely 
reached $3 a day. 

I am not sure that it is altogether fair 
to a farm boy who is diligent and faith­
ful in the performance of his duties to 
compel him to accept any rate of wage 
which a farmer may be willing · to pay 
him, or which he may have been willing 
to accept for work in the past, and say 
to him that he cannot leave that par­
ticular job and accept employment 
where he would be paid more-essen­
tially out of the public treasury of his 
country-than he has been receiving on 
the farm. As I have already said, we 
should be fair as between man and man. 
I do not believe it is fair to a farm boy 
to allow a neighbor's son to work in an 
airplane or tank factory and receive $8 
to $10 a day, or work in a shipyard and 
receive $300 a month, while the first boy 
is frozen by law and reQuired to work 
on the farm and receive not more than 
$1.50 or $2 a day when he is able to 
make more. 

I believe those factors are entitled to 
consideration, and I am afraid that un­
der the terms of the able Senator's bill 
discretion is not vested in anybody to 
make fair adjustments as between man 
and man. I am afraid the committee 
has not gone quite far enough to take 
comprehensive steps which would guar­
antee labor to the farmers. I agree that 
it is the job of the Food Administrator to 
see to it that the farmer has labor, but 
this· bill would not accomplish that end. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres­
ident, of course we differ with the Sena­
tor from Florida with regard to the effec­
tiveness of the bill. We know it will help 
and will provide labor on the farms; and 
we know the importance of producing 
food for the Army. In my opinion, as I 
have already stated, it is just as im­
portant to produce food as it is to carry 
a gun, and there is no difference be­
tween the two services so far as the war 
effort is concerned. 

Mr. WHEELER. Mr. President, will 
the Senator yield? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I yield. 
Mr. WHEELER. The Senator from 

Florida [Mr. PEPPER] said we should 
work out a comprehensive plan so that 
the farmers in Florida and the farmers 
in California and the farmers in Mon­
tana and the farmers throughout the 
other sections of the country may be as­
sured of having sufficient help. I agree 

with him that that should be done. It 
should be done for the simple reason that 
anyone who views the present picture 
knows that at the present time we are 
having to furnish food to Russia; and, as 
a matter of fact, Russia has indicated, 
as I understand from reliable authority, 
that at the present time she is more 
anxious to have food shipped to her than 
to have equipment. We are having to 
ship food to north Kfrica, riot only to 
our armies, but to the armies of other 
nations there, and also for the natives. 

In addition, we have to send food to 
Great Britain. That food is being sold 
in the stores there, a~ has been pointed 
out here. We are sending food all over 
the world to keep people from starving 
and to keep them friendly. 

We have to send food abroad to feed 
our soldiers. Furthermore, we are the 
arsenal of democracy, and we are trying 
to furnish a part of the equipment needed 
by Russia. We have sent Russia over a 
billion dollars' worth of equipment. We 
are not only helping to equip the Russian 
Army, the British Army, the Chinese 
Army, our Army in north Africa, the 
French Army in north Africa, and our 
armed forces elsewhere, but we are ship­
ping equipment to South America and 
we are shipping machinery to Russia. 
We are undertaking to do that, and at 
the same time we are undertaking to 
raise an armed force of 11,000,000 men. 
The truth about it-and we ought to 
face it-is that we are not going to be 
able to furnish men to go to work on 
the farms in Florida, in Montana, and 
in California; we are not going to be able 
to furnish the men needed by our fac­
tories that are turning out war equip­
ment, and we are not going to be able 
to have enough food to feed the people 
of Europe when we go into Europe, so 
that we can keep the people of Europe 
and of other foreign countries from 
"going Communist," unless we have a 
surplus of food in the United States. 

We are the richest and the most pow­
erful Nation on the face of the globe. 
We all admit it, and everyone recognizes 
it. However, regardless of how rich or 
how powerful we may be, we are not 
going to be able to keep all those people 
supplied with food and clothes and 
equipment, and at the same time fight a 
war and raise an Army of 11,000,000 
men. We must not only raise this huge 
armed force but we must send them to the 
four corners of the world, and build the 
ships in which to send them there. The 
failure to realize that is what is funda­
mentally wrong today in connection with 
the production of our food supply. 

I agree with the Senator from Missouri 
when he says that we are locking the 
door after the horse is stolen. The boys 
on the farms have left. Single men and 
married men have left the farms of Mon­
tana; they have left the farms all over 
the country. They have left them to go 
into factories in Seattle, Portland, Los 
Ang~les, and San Diego, in Connecticut, 
anti Massachusetts. They have left them 
because the factories are paying higher 
wages. No one objects to their receiv-' 
ing high wages; but some of the manu­
facturers who are operating on a cost­
plus basis have more men than they 
need; and the more they pay them and 
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the more men they have, the more money 
they receive. Under those circumstances 
we are not going to do the job we should 
do. 

The other day the New York Times 
published a very potent editorial, which 
I had printed in the RECORD. If the 
Senator will pardon me-

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. 
President, I should like to proceed with 
the matter I have been discussing. 

Mr. WHEELER. If the Senator will 
yield further for a moment, I simply de­
sire to call attention to the editorial 
which was published in the New York 
Times. Certainly the New York Times 
has suppo:>. ted the administration's farm 
policy all down the line. It could not be 
classified by the Vice President or any­
one else as being isolationist. EVen 
Walter Winchell could not classify it as 
an isolationist publication. It was one 
of the strongest supporters of the ad· 
ministration's foreign policy, and prob· 
ably was more of an interventionist than 
even the President himself. Yet the New 
York Times has taken the position that 
an c:trmy of 11,000,000 men may be too 
large. It calls attention to its position 
in an editorial entitled "The Size of the 
Army." The editorial is one of the long. 
est editorials which have been published 
in that newspaper in a long time. The 
editorial calls attention to the fact that 
an army of 5,000,000 men may be more 
e:trective than an army of 10,000,000 or 
11,000,000. It is one of the strongest and 
best and most recent editorials relative 
to the whole situation I have seen any. 
where. It states that the fact that a man 
is in favor of a small army is no reason 
why he should be considered to be sug.­
gesting that he wants a soft war-noth· 
ing of the kind-but that he wants an 
e:trective army. 

. Everyone who visits the camps and 
who has traveled over the country knows 
that there is a waste of manpower in the 
factories and also in the bureaus in 
Washington. Go down to any one of 
them-! care not which may be se· 
lected-there will be found employees 
falling all over themselves-some of them 
single men, others married men whose 
wives are working and drawing large sal· 
aries and wages. There is no justifica· 
tion for that situation. 

That is one reason why we have a 
shortage of farm workers; and the short· 
age will continue regardless of whether 
or not we pass the pending bill. 

I shall vote for the bill, but I simply 
say that we should n...>t delude ourselves 
by believing that the passage of the bill 
wlll solve the problem; for it will not 
solve it. Nothing else will solve it, and 
it will grow worse and worse if we at· 
tempt to raise an Army of 11,000,000 
men. Someone has said, "We should do 
whatever the military authorities say." 
The New York Times says that the pres· 
ent problem is not simp:~· a military one, 
and that in figuring out what we should 
do and what size Army we should have 
we must take into consideration the 

_needs of agriculture, the needs of our 
war production in munitions factories, 
and the over-all picture throughout the 
country. If we do not take all those fac· 
tors into consideration we shall bring 

about disaster to our own system of gov­
ernment. 

We have gone about the job in a hodge. 
podge way. Probably no one is particu· 
larly to blame for that; we are all to 
blame for it. Someone has blamed the 
local draft boards. They are not to 
blam: for the situation. They were told 
to get so many men, and they went out 
and got them. 

Let me say that I have prepared an 
amendment which I think I shall o:trer 
to the pending bill, providing that mar· 
ried men with children shall be exempt· 
ed. Why do I favor doir.~.J so? Simply 
because of the fact that when we draft 
young married men we seriously a:trect 
the welfare of their wives and children. 
Someone has said that we should be fair, 
and that we should not exempt anyone 
by law. However, the President of the 
United States exempted some persons. I 
am not criticizing him; but I say he ex­
empted men between the a 1es of 38 and 
45 years. He did so by Executive order. 
He said that such men should not be 
taken, whether they are single men or 
married men with dependent children or 
otherwise. Why should we exempt a 
single man between the ages of 38 and 45 
years? When we talked to the repre­
sentatives of the Army who appeared be. 
fore our committees they said that single 
men between the ages of 38 and 45 years 
should be exempted because a great 
many of them broke down and had to be 
sent to hospitals after they were trained 
for active service and were made to 
march 20 miles while carrying a heavy 
pack, and that of course they could not 
stand up under such service. 

However, we shall have to use more 
than a million men in our army, not in 
combat service, but in doing mechanical 
work, in service at the airports, and so 
forth. A million or a million and a half 
men will be needed in such work. Men 
between the ages of 38 and 45 years em· 
ployed in such work are doing a hard 
day's work. They are being taken into 
the service; but if a married man with 
dependent children is taken in, will his 
mind be on the war e:trort? When he is 
stationed at a camp, what kind of a sol­
dier will he make? What will he be 
thinking about? He will be thinking 
about the mother and his children. 

By way of illustration let me point out 
that I have working in my office two 
young men--

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Pres· 
ident, I must proceed with my remarks. 

Mr. WHEELER. I assure the Senator 
that I shall finish in a moment or two. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the 
Senator from Colorado yield further to 
the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I do not 
want to yield very much longer. I will 
yield in order to hear the Senator's story, 

Mr. WHEELER. I merely want to 
finish what I was saying. As I said, two 
young men are now working in my office. 
Each of them is married and has two 
children. When those young men are 
taken into the Army, their wives will have 
to go to work in order to support the 
children, and the children will have to be 
placed il;l some kind of an institution. 
I say that we should exempt the young 

married men who are raising families; 
because if we do not do so we shall de­
stroy homes and shall adversely a:trect 
children; and in addition to all that, the 
fathers who are taken into the armed 
forces will not make good soldiers, any­
way. 

I shall vote for some kind of legisla­
tion on this subject, but I fear that what 
we may enact will not do the work which 
we desire to have done. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. Mr. Presi­
dent, I sincerely hope the Senator will 
not o:trer his amendment with relation to 
family deferment. 

I promised to yield to the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE] very briefly and 
then to the Senator from North Dakota. 
After that, I should like to proceed. I 
desire to speak only for a few minutes 
longer, and I should like to finish. I 
now yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. GILLETTE. Mr. President, I dis­
like to interrupt the Senator, but I have 
heard several Senators this afternoon 
express great concern over the evils of 
group deferment, and I thought it would 
be well to remind them that in the origi­
nal selective service we deferred 20 or 25 
groups, and one of the outstanding 
groups deferred as a group is made up 
of Members of the Congress of the United 
States. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I thank 
the Senator for that contribution. I 
think it is a complete answer to those 
who are greatly disturbed by blanket 
deferment. Now I yield to the Senator 
from North Dakota. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. GILLETTE] has 
made the statement I was going to make. 

Mr. JOHNSON of Colorado. I shall 
proceed with the bill. I have only a 
little more to o:trer. The Tydings 
amendment, in my opinion, was enacted 
in good faith. It was thought at the 
time it would solve the problem. I 
thought it would solve it; I thought it 
was a great achievement and a marked 
step forward; I thought the farmers 
would be given an opportunity to remain 
on the farm and that the adoption of the 
amendment would result in keeping men 
on the farm. Unfortunately, it has not 
worked in that way. I have received 
numerous telegrams and letters on this 
subject. I have picked out 3 from my 
correspondence, because I received them 
today and because they come from 3 dif· 
ferent quarters of my State. First, I 
read a telegram received this morning 
from the southeastern section of Colo· 
rado addressed to me: 

RoCKY FORD, COLO., March 9, 1943. 
Senator EDWIN C. JoHNSON, 

Washington, D. C.: 
Say, Ed., who in Washington outranks a 

local draft board? Saturday by radio and 
Sunday by Associated Press we are told that 
local boards are to defer farm workers. It 
took a big load off my mind, and thought that 
all we had to do now was to go ahead anc.l 
feed the Army. The time of the year to plant 
is here and we are all ready to start planting 
onions and beets and carrots. And now I am 
advised by the local draft board's attorney 
that the press report was baloney. 

G. A. BLOTZ. 

Mr. Blatz is weil known to me as a. 
farmer in the Arkansas Valley. He 
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fM'll'ls a very lal'g~ a~rea~e •. atrd'.· is· "'Ve:DY 
sincere in: his statements, I now· readt 
from a letter l' teaeived· fr.otn D~alilg<V 
in. the southwest corner of t11e1 sta-re:. 
The letter is· addr.essed. to- m~. The­
writeD and· her hUsband,. whn. a1:e en1.· 
gaged in tllre cattle. bUsiness, ap-pliedt fo,;,· 
def'ellment. for thein sbn.. 'llhe :tathm'· ig 
in bad health, and'Wlthout;the.bn.y's.help 
they cannot contim.te to pltodure beef 
on· their· farm. r. r.esdt one o11 the para ... 
graphs of the letter. It. is. adi:ioossed' t 
me. by Mrs:. Wayne McCaw or DUran-go, 
Colo!: 

John Cra1g, clerk· or our' lbca1 draft" board, 
said1 that the farm· draft'--defei"fnent tftllt was 
mbstly propaganda. or '1eandy- coating- t'o' ap 
pease the farmers." He n'ladEf~ 11gh.'t·· of the · 
whole affair and said that all• that is wanted 
iS to defer the head• of• the- farm family. If 
Mr. Craig iS right, . farmers and the- general 
publlc certainly have been deceived: Busi­
ness pebpl'e Ji-ere alld other generally· well' 
informed• people al'e under the impression 
that farmertt and tlieir. sons an"tl' other- f'8.l'm 
workers ar.e tcrbe deferred~ JUst an.y. numbeJ.'. 
of people have said to us, "Your boy· won't 
be called now-! see by. the papers that all 
necessary farm workers are to be deferred." 

The cler-k, of. the locall draf-t boM'ti says 
that deferment talk· is· "eandy coating 
to appease the farmers/' 

r have a letter from my own section of 
the State; the northwest· corner or the 
State. It is from R. F. Magor, .rr:, who 
is president of the Western Slope· Cattle 
Growers' ~ssociation, with headquarters 
at Rifle, Colo. I qUote from· the letter as 
follows: 

It seems to•me. that there are a great' many 
bartenders, cler:Ks, restaurant workers1 fill­
ing station men, alld dozens of others whose 
jobs could be filled bt· women· and tliese men 
ccruld go• to Arlll.y ' or defense plants, leaving 
experienced farm labor, whet'lier mar-tie-d· or 
single, m cattt1 on pl"odttctitln. r. cant11.. see 
the? idea of sacrificing< the li\'estock' industry 
o:c. fal'ming; industx:y at this time, 

'l'his ls really becoming, set.ious and pro­
dUction wilrShow it next year. ll"'or instance, 
they have just t'aken~ al'IotheY of nry farm 
hanlis, who iS' feeding· 800· ca'ttle ahd cahnot 
be-r~plaoed, ih class A ... l. 

A't prese~t we a~ running 2,000> head of 
cattle, 9,600· sheep. and 300 hogs: I asked 
fol' exemption· of only;·+ men; one· of them 36 
years old and. mar.ried, This one they just 
put in 1-A is f of t'lie 4. ! don't see. how 
I can run· with a~· less expertenced' men. :t' 
hnve td·step·now to·keeg oldl men and' crtpplss 
enougli in to keep1 g.oihg-. 

And so on·.. These are recent lettens. 
I could spend· the day reading into the 
REcORD· what is happening in. my State: 

I wish to· concur in. what has· been said· 
about the draft boards. 'li'hey· are· com ... 
posed of good and. patriotic· citiZens, . ex­
cellent. businessme~ the finest kind· of 
men. They are our neighborn, and; they 
know about their communities. Unfor­
tunately, however., in Colorado· almost · 
every board. is. made up entirel.y· of pro­
fessional. and businessmen, lawyers, den­
tists, doctors, and- others. Very f.ew 
farmers a.r;e, on the draft boar-ds. Only 
in rare cases. is a fa-rmeD found on one!of 
the draft boards. · A draft boar-d· IteceLves­
an order fr.om the State Selective·Sellvice 
Boar.d that calls f.ov a quota. The local 
board is tola, "You have got to fill this, 
quota.') n is a temptation to tnem.which,. 
they cannot resist; they ha-ve no way 

of1 g-etting away from it: They.' take in 
one neighl:)or.'s boy,.·but here- is· anothe11 
bo)' an:d th~lmve tfo take hinr;. tliey:have 
n.O' cfio1ae in::. t:tre; mgt.Uer.., They have; to• 
fiUl tl:ie- quota and· r-ight' novr theY al'e 
scraping the bottom. ot: the 'barrel in1 or:. 
dev to.. fllli t1iEP quata.. Jt, i's only mttur..al 
fen:' them-to trake ba)Ts:fr.om the :farm.ahd 
senti-them away. to the: Army. A-boy iir 
ndt going to• obj eat, 

So it iS'ul) to the Cong-ress tJo m:eet' tnis 
situation· squa'tely artd fairly~ This~ bill 
does it. It takes tne> burden• from the 
shoulde'ts df the local selective- service 
boards. They can depend' upon the­
mandatory direction contained in· tliis 
bill' to· answer the· queries whieh· will 
come to tliem· from: their n~ighoors and 
frtends as' to Wh'y they took one boy' and 
diti not take another. We· must not 
leave this matter to th~ir discretion be­
cause· they· are under too mucJi pressure 
to stand up under tliat sort'. of a discre.­
tionary power. They ha'Ve taken boys 
all' oVe't ' the- c<runtry;. now· tll~ ara tn:­
ing to stop,. but it is, pret'ty. hard for 
them to. stop.; indeed: they, cannot do it . 
So.. i:C we are· going~ to keep any boys on. 
the farm at all, it we are going to.-make 
it· possible for the farmers- to· continue 
operations we must put. into the law a.· 
mandatory deferment prov.ision for 
their. protection. 

Mr. M~NE¥. Mr. Pr-esident, I am 
so much conce:metl· Wit'li tlie· constantly 
cnanging views and' ~ont1nuously chang­
in~ regulations of the selective" Service­
sYstem· and the War Manpower eom:.. 
nllssion th"'tt I want brtefty· to discuss 
a matter which is t'Efa'l'ifig at the ftea:tt'­
strings of millions of Americans. 

Pavtiaularly disturbing., and• none. too· 
clear to me; are the very :recent an~ 
nouncements of the War Manpower 
Commission· concerning farm labor.., and 
news, stories further referring to the 
dr-afting of1 ma.l':vied men. All of us- are. 
awar-e, Mr. President, that it is necessary 
in. time of war- that Gavernment operate. 
to a considerable extent on the basis. of 
triaL and error;. and~ Heaven knaws. we 
hav.e had. our full share of: that. NO f&il' 
person w.oufd deny. that inr connection 
with the. manufacture of the. munit1ons 
of. war and, the rationing of food· and· 
other products' and material& evr.ots are 
unavoidaofe. We expected tliem, m·any 
of them, but I never ex:pected, and- 1 
doubt that manw. others didi tltat we 
would. practice the tria.f and er.ror pro­
cedure t'o the. ext'ent that it has- been 
followed with liutnan. beings. For month 
after month we have l)een kept irf con­
stant turmoil in coll.lfection: wiffi. the 
drafting o! men for sel'v.ice in t11e 
artned forces. and' in· tJ:i'e handlin~ or- the 
manpower· problem. And· While th1s 
seeming:ly endless confusion has gone on 
men and women ha--v~ suffered gre-at 
mental angUish and wondered when. 
thelt Goverrnnellt mi-ght" adopt a policy 
that· Wbuld' peruflit them to nrake flll'ther· 
p1ans- fbr the:rrrselve-s- and for· tlie1r· chil:.. 
dren. They want fo &:now· Where· they· 
stand: · 

For all, of the years tl:iat r liave been a 
Member of CongresS- I have. m·ade it a 
practice to avoid ihdulging in personali­
ties. l' have avoided the critlcism. o.f' fn • 

dividuals-a.nd have everbeen·anxious to 
pass over unsound and' unwise and. some­
times. silly stat~mentE anti regulations or 
rulings. It has. seemed to~ me that in 
time·of war crttioism forthe sake of crtbi..._ 
cizing- should: be av.oided~ bub I have 
never been·unmindful·of. the fact that.we 
here! in the Senate are in the principal 
watchtower and that in the finaL analy­
sis-we are charged with. all of the mis­
takes of the Federal Government. We 
have. the po.wett, as. well' as a. solernn• re­
sponsibility, and while war makes it nee· 
essary. that we delegate"' great powers to 
the. €hief Executive; which' he : in turn 
delegates to., ceiitaih of the departments 
of Oovernm·ent, When there is evidence 
that the· powers• al'e being abused.:-or 
when, mistakes- are obvious-we ate 
chiefly to blame. if we-do· not insist upon 
the correction of the abuses or mistakes. 

If we, insist. that all young· men who 
ha-ve been. engaged• in· agricultur-e or any 
other of. the great industries of our. coun­
t:cy ar.e to. be denied- active association 
with, their. fellow Amer-icans of the armed 
forces1, we unde11take a procedure and 
policy that· is• not in keeping with the 
fundamental and. sound and age-old 
p1·actioes. of ouv Go.ver.nment. 

Tlfel:e- a-re tens of thousands· of farm 
families in my State--and I am not in 
'the least unmindful of• our :reliance· upon 
agriculture; r know that if farmers 
were to· organize as labor has organized 
and should take advantage of the force 
at · their command regardless- of conse­
quences, the· results might well be dis· 
astoous~ But· I anticipate no such atti.­
tude-on. the par.t -of· those solid1Americans 
on· whom America has so· much depended 
for more than·300 ~ars. 

No•man c·an' make• me believe that there 
is.. less patriotism· on• the famrs than in 
th:e urban communities of\ our ·land; and 
norre can make me believe. thatr-our farm. 
problem can be adjusted only, bY· placing 
the heav..iest burden af. war upon thos~ 
who live. in the cities, o~ that it is at. this· 
time necessar..y. to.. promiscuously draft the 
heads of families in orcfer t'o win the war. 
Most senators- know: tf.rat tJ:tousands of 
young. men from the farms liave tempo­
rar-ilY atian'don«:rd thetr ·agrtcultural pur­
suits tcr engage·irr the- manufacture' of the 
munitions ot -war. I§ it fair, because· of 
this migrati<rn from~ the farnr, that only 
the city ctw.ener-, everr thnugh he has four 
or five ch1ldren,. shall engage· in conflict? 
I .fail to see Wisdom ol"' necessity in tne · 
prO:P'Osal,. antl, While' it may· be· the easy 
way front. tlte- standPOint of those who 
a'te writing, the~ regulb.t1bi1s, and' giving 
tne· or.ders-, I' tli1hlt th'll.t it is a grievous 
nltst'ake for wliicli ~ rn~ never forgive 
ourselves unless we undertake to correct 
it' at once. r cannot believe· that those 
in· charge of selective service; and the 
manpower problem~ are-unable-to develop· 
a more sound· pollc-y; if it' can• be" ca1H:~d a• 
policy; thl!n has l:le'en· practiced up to~ 
now. 

It S'ee-tns. to me that' it is posgible t<f 
worlt out a plan wheretiy p~ople · in the 
clties;.or ne-nr:the~rarm.s, can contrtbute' a 
portion of tlteir· time t'o~ agriculture. It 
will. mean some. incortVenience, of' course, 
but there' are thbusantl~r and thous~mis 
of. people sufficiently skilled who can. co:n­
trtbute a· large part of thetr · t1tne' t'o· the 



1722 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE MARCH 9 

planting and harvesting of crops, and to 
the other farm work which must be car­
ried on. Some time ago the President 
suggested that those below the draft ages 
could contribute, and although some dis­
agreed with his opinion; I know that in 
my State, much to my regret, even little 
children have in the past done much 
work on farms. And every Senator knows 
that men and women not particularly 
skilled have harvested the crops in cer­
tain parts of our country for many, many 
years. 

Mr. President, I will not now attempt 
to discuss the farm question in detail­
because committees of the Senate are 
now devoting much of their time to that 
study-but I am particularly concerned 
with the great problem presented as it 
is proposed to call married men into the 
armed forces. 

Earlier this year I engaged in cor­
respondence with the Director of Selec­
tive Service on the question of drafting 
family men. At that time I expressed 
the view that, subject to military neces­
sities, family men should not be called 
into the armed service while single men 
were still available. I also proposed that 
when and if it became necessary to take 
family men into the Army, it should be 
done on a sliding scale, with appropriate 
recognition given to the age of the fam­
ily man and the number of his children. 

I felt impelled to express these views 
because I had become convinced that 
under demands for an Army of great 
numbers, the Selective Service Act, en­
acted in peacetime, did not provide a 
rational basis for the orderly drafting of 
large groups of family men. The Selec­
tive Service Act was conceived as a 
method for providing military training to 
approximately 2,000,000 men a year dur­
ing peacetime for the purpose of build­
ing up a reserve for time of war. But 
I doubt that any Member of the Senate 
at the time supposed that our armed 
forces, even in time of war, would ever 
exceed five or six million men. 

Upon that basis, the mechanisms for 
selection as provided by the act seemed 
reasonable. We would have a registra­
tion of men within stated age limits. We 
would establish their order of call by a 
lottery, and then we would rely upon 
broad classifications of exemption to take 
care of the particular cases of hardship 
which the lottery system necessarily 
would create. If we were taking only 
2,000,000 men a year out of a civilian pop­
ulation of in excess of 130,000,000, such 
a system could be made- to work without 
disturbing dislocations of community or 
family life. 

But what has happened within the 
3 years which have intervened? We are 
now at war; and our obligations in that 
war are not merely to create the man­
power necessary for a victorious Army 
and Navy, but also to feed in substantial 
measure a majority of the people oi the 

v civilized world not at war with us; to 
equip in great measure the armed forces 
of our allies; and to maintain this coun­
try as the heart of the great battle­
a heart which must be kept pulsating 
strongly and regularly. 

To be concrete, we are asked not only 
to man -the greatest arsenal of warfare 

the world has ever known, to man the 
creation and maintenance of the bread 
basket of the world, but also to build, 
equip, and maintain armed forces of 
our own which already are estimated in 
excess of 10,000,000 men. 

These are gigantic, unprecedented 
tasks. They involve responsibilities 
which can be fulfilled only with a truly 
united America whose morale is not 
meanwhile shattered through the arbi­
trariness and, if I may say so, the inepti­
tude of a bureaucracy gone hog wild. 

I am not passing judgment upon the 
decision of our military leaders. They 
continue to hold my confidence. I can 
realize that, especially in time of war, 
theirs is the responsibility for anticipat­
ing every emergency. I can understand 
that while molding divisions and tank 
forces for offensive operations, they must 
also be erecting new bulwarks of defense 
which probably never will be needed, but 
which if needed would be ready. I can 
realize, too, that in the far-flung strat­
egy of this war, the United States be­
comes the hub-the nerve center-and 
the reservoir of ready reserves in men 
and equipment to be available for trans­
port in all directions at once. I can 
even imagine that our salvation may 
ultimately be in our own national 
strength as a military power, and that 
for all the materiel and men we send to 
our allies, we must still keep here an un­
diminished nucleus of our own power. 

With full recognition of these military 
necessities, I still am privileged, as a 
Member of the Senate, to question the 
methods which are announced to meet 
the undisclosed requirements. 

For instance, having participated in 
the enactment of a peacetime Selective 
Service Act, I certainly am privileged to 
study the operation of that statute in time 
of war. And, since the recent announce­
ment of the War Manpower Commission 
as to the imminence of drafting family 
men between the ages of 18 and 38, I have 
considered it my duty to study the pro­
posals under which men shall now be 
taken from their children. 

-Do not consider for a moment that in 
these broader questions of national policy 
the military bureaus of this Capital City 
are endowed with an omniscience which 
is withheld from those of us who ponder 
the problems of the country in civilian 
roles. 

When appropriate study and report 
are compatible with national welfare, I 
ai:n certain that the headlong drafting 
of rnen over 38 years into the Army dur­
ing the first year of the war will be shown 
to have been ridiculous. There is al­
ready testimony of our military leaders 
to support that statement. In spite of 
that testimony, they are going to try it 
again. 

But why was the mistake made? In 
my opinion it was based in the short­
sighted self-assurance of the Selective 
Service Bureau, which felt qualified to 
administer under stress of war a draft 
system designed for military training in 
peace. It seems that the same super­
abundance of self -assurance still exists. 
This time it appears to be in the War 
Manpower Commission. 

I am afraid the same bureau is mak­
ing still another such mistake in its now 

rather hysterical warnings about the 
drafting of family men. I have read 
with great care the recent pronounce­
ments of the War Manpower Commission 
and the public addresses of its spokes­
men. I am mindful that as yet the list 
of so-called nonessential industries and 
enterprises and nondeferable occupations 
is small and covers hardly more than the 
obvious. But if the necessities for a large 
Army are truly stated, and if the state­
ments are true that most family men of 
draft age will within the year be called 
upon to move either into essential work 
or be drafted into the armed service, 
then this list of nonessential occupations 
is going to grow very rapidly. And so. 
unless we are not being told the truth. 
the family men up to 38, or perhaps 45, 
years of age are today faced with the 
necessity of reorganizing their lives and 
the lives of their families right now. 

Upon that basis I want to know how 
this Selective Service System is going to 
work. Let us consider a . concrete 
example. 

Under registration you have two men: 
One, 37 years old with six children; an­
other 25 years old with one child. The 
family of each is wholly dependent for 
support upon the earnings of the father. 
If the man 37 years old with six children 
has a low number, he is drafted ahead 
of the man 25 years old with one child. 

Is there any sensible person who be­
lieves that the mother of six dependent 
children should be required to shift for 
herself before the mother with one? I 
know that we cannot weigh family 
anxieties quantitatively, but I also know 
that it is easier under all the circum­
stances for the young mother with one 
child to make the unfortunate adjust­
ments involved in this war than it is for 
the older mother with six children. 
· Yet, with all the press releases, the 

promulgation of rules and regulations, 
and the Nation-wide hook-ups, I have 
yet to be informed of how the Selective 
Service authorities intend to meet this 
question. I know that to local boards is 
delegated authority to make deferments 
in cases of hardship, but that is not 
enough. Our manpower draft is becom­
ing so gigantic, so widespread, so per­
vasive in every community of the land, 
t!:lat if uniform regulations are not soon 
prepared, we of the Congress will have to 
legislate them. 
· Mr. WHEELER. Mr.'President--
, The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. 

CLARK of Idaho in the chair) . Does the 
Senator from Connecticut yield to the 
Senator from Montana. 
- Mr. MALONEY. I yield. 

Mr. WHEELER. I wish to say that, 
in addition to the inadequacy of the law 
as it presently exists, there may be in 
one county a great many single men and 
in the adjoining county there may be no 
single men, or comparatively few single 
men. Under such conditions one county 
would take married men with children 
and in the adjoining county married 
men with children would be exempt. 

Mr. MALONEY. That is quite true. 
Mr. WHEELER. The same statement 

applies to States. In some States most 
of the single men have gone to work in 
factories. Possibly only married men 
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with children are left. Consequently 
married men with children in some 
States will be taken first, while in other 
States many single men will not be 
taken. 

Mr. MALONEY. Even with all his 
great knowledge, I think the able Sena­
tor from Montana would be greatly sur­
prised if he knew exactly how many 
tens of thousands-! dare say hundreds 
of thousands-of the young men from 
the farms of this country have turned 
their backs upon the farms to go into 
the munitions plants. 

Mr. WHEELER. I know that is abso­
lutely true. 

Mr. MALONEY. Mr. President, to me 
it is a relatively simple problem to solve. 
For instance, if we are to take married 
men, all family men between, let us say, 
the ages of 18 and 25, should be taken 
first. Within that group, those with the 
least number of children should be taken 
:first. Then would follow the second age 
group, between 25 and 30, and finally the 
last group over 30. I fail to see where 
there is any complication in that very 
simple proposition. 

It will be said that such a plan is un­
necessarily complicated since all are to 
be taken within the year. Such a re­
joinder seems to me to smack of the 
bureaucratic arbitrariness which is be­
coming this country's greatest political 
evil. 

Let no bureaucrat tell me that even a 
year's deferment to a family man of 37 
years with 6 dependent children is not 
something to be insisted upon. 

I shall have more to say on this sub­
ject. It seems to me the time has come 
for a constructive survey of our Selec­
tive Service System. I ask each Sena­
tor to search his own experience, his own 
knowledge, and his own understanding, 
to find whether the following questions 
are answered to his satisfaction: 

First. Have all available single men, 
uniformly in all parts of the country, 
been made properly subject to military 
call? 

Second. Are the local draft boards 
functioning with su:tncient freedom and, 
consequently, fairness? 

Third. Are the millions in public serv­
ice called as quickly and as readily to the 
Army as their fellow citizens in private 
life? 

Fourth. Will the expanding list of 
nonessential industries and occupations 
include unnecessary governmental bu­
reaus and offices as well as units of our 
private economy? 

I have said before and I repeat with 
great emphasis: Our fighting morale will 
be measured by the common sense, the 
fairness and the honesty of our draft 
laws. The time has come when a com­
mittee of the Congress should look very 
carefully into the matter. 

Mr. REVERCOMB' obtained the floor. 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, will 

the Senator yield? 
Mr. REVERCOMB. I yield. 

CONDEMNATION OF AND PUNISHMENT 
FOR OUTRAGES INFLICTED UPON 
CIVILIANS IN NAZI-OCCUPIED COUN­
TRIES 
Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, obvi­

ously the Senate cannot today finish 

consideration of the bill now before it. 
I desire to have an executive session, and 
I also wish to have considered a con­
current resolution which I submitted last 
Friday. Therefore, I hope the consid­
eration of the pending bill may be tem­
porarily suspended. 

I ask unanimous consent for the pres­
ent consideration of Senate Concurrent 
Resolution 9, which is on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The con­
current resolution will be read. 

The legislative clerk read the concur­
rent resolution CS. Con. Res. 9) as fol­
lows: 

Whereas the American people view with in­
dignation the atrocities inflicted upon the 
civilian population in the Nazi occupied 
countries, and especially the mass murder of 
Jewish men, women, and children; and 

Whereas this policy of the Nazis has created 
a. reign of terror, brutality, and extermina­
tion in Poland and other countries in Eastern 
and Central Europe: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, etc., That these brutal and in­
defensible outrages against millions of help­
less men, women, and children should be, and . 
they are hereby, condemned as unworthy of 
any nation or any regime which pretends to 
be civilized: 

Resolved further, That the dictates of hu­
manity and honorable conduct in war demand 
that this inexcusable slaughter and mistreat­
ment shall cease and that it is the sense of 
this Congress that those guilty, directly or 
indirectly, 'Of these criminal acts shall be held 
accountable and punished in a manner com­
mensurate with the offenses for which they 
are responsible. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there 
objection to the present consideration of 
the concurrent resolution? 

There being no objection, the Senate 
proceeded to consider the concurrent 
resolution. 

Mr. BARKLEY. Mr. President, I wish 
to say simply a word regarding the con­
current resolution. We are all familiar 
with the fact that the Nazis, under the 
pagan domination of Hitler, have 
brought about the slaughter of more 
than 2,000,000 Jews in occupied coun­
tries of Europe. There is in the world a 
total population of about 15,000,000 
Jews. Six and a half million of them are 
in the United States and the British 
Commonwealth of Nations, leaving ap­
proximately eight and one-half million 
in other countries. It is almost unbe­
lievable that since the war was brought 
on by Hitler, more than 2,000,000 of 
these Jewish men, women, and chil­
dren have been slaughtered-not killed 
in battle, but murdered, slaughtered 
outright-for no reason except that 
they are members of the Jewish 
race or religion. The Parliament of 
England recently adopted a resolution 
condemning that sort of conduct which 
does not conform with any honorable 
conception of warfare among nations. 
The Secretary of State last week issued 
a statement which called attention to the 
fact that the representatives of the 
United States and Great Britain are to 
meet soon in Ottawa to discuss this 
problem, with a view to trying to find 
some solution or remedy. Last week the 
Governor of New York set today as a day 
of mourning all over the State of New 
York for and on behalf of the 2,000,000 
Jews who have been slaughtered by Hit­
ler and by the Nazi regime. It seemed 

to me appropriate that on this day the 
Senate of the United States should adopt 
a resolution condemning that sort of con­
duct. It is for that reason that I ask 
for its present consideration. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the concurrent 
resolution. 

The concurrent resolution was unani­
mously agreed to. 

The preamble was agreed to. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION 

Mr. BARKLEY. I move that the Sen­
ate proceed to the consideration of execu­
tive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the 
Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business. 

EXECUTIVE MESSAGES REFERRED 

The PRESIDING OFFICER <Mr. HILL 
in the chair) laid before the Senate 
messages from the President of the 
United States submitting sundry nomina­
tions, which were referred to the appro­
priate committees. 

(For nominations this day received, 
see the end of Senate proceedings.) 
EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 

The following favorable reports of nom­
inations were submitted: 

By Mr. HAYDEN, from the Committee on 
Post Offices and Post Roads: 

Sundry postmasters. 
By Mr. THOMAS of Utah, from the Com• 

mittee on Education and Labor: 
John M. Houston, of Kansas, to be a. mem· 

ber of the National Labor Relations Board 
for the unexpired term of 5 years from Au• 
gust 27, 1938, vice William M. Leiserson. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS, from the Committee on 
Military Affairs: 

Stephen R. MacRae, from the State of 
North Carolina, to be field supervisor at 
$5,600 per annum in the Washington regional 
office of the War Manpower Commission; 

Wallace P. Studencki, from the State of 
Indiana, to be field supervisor at $5,600 per 
annum in the Chicago regional office of the 
War Manpower Commission; 

Luke White, from the State of Indiana, to 
be senior attorney at $4,600 per annum in the 
office of the general counsel of the War Man• 
power Commission; 

Bernard L. Garfinkle, from the State of 
Massachusetts, to be field supervisor at $5,600 
per annum in the Boston regional office of 
the War Manpower Commission; 

Russell C. McCarthy, from the State of 
New York, to be area director at $5,600 per 
annum in the Rochester area office of the 
War Manpower Commission; 

Wilberforce D. Simmons, from the State of 
New York, to be senior manpower utilization 
consultant at $4,600 per annum in the New 
York regional office of the War Manpower 
Commission; 

Olaf K. Fjetland, from the State of Mich­
igan, to be area director at $4,600 per annum 
in the Saginaw area office of the War Man­
power Commission; 

Paul N. Devine, from the State of Maine, to 
be ru:ea director at $4,600 per annum in the 
New Bedford-Fall -River area office of the 
War Manpower CommissiOn; 

James K. Johnson, from the State of Ohio, 
to be field supervisor at $5,600 per annum in 
the Cleveland regional office of the War Man· 
power C_pmmission; 

Grafton L. Brown, from the State of Mary. 
land, to be field supervisor at $4,600 per an­
num in the Washington regional office of the 
War Manpower Commission; and 

Charlotte E. Carr, from the State of Ill~ 
nqis, to be assistant to the. neputy chairmall! 
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at $6,500 per annum in the War Manpower 
Commission. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there 
be no further reports of committees, the 
clerk will proceed to state the nomina­
tions on the Executive Calendar. 

THE JUDICIARY 

The legislative clerk read the nomina­
tion of Curtis L. Waller to be judge of 
the United States Circuit Court of Ap­
peals for the Fifth Circuit. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nomination is confirmed. 

Mr. PEPPER. I ask that the President 
be immediately notified of the confirma­
tion of this nomination. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 

THURMAN W. ARNOLD 

The legislative clerk read the nomina­
tion of Thurman W. Arnold to be asso­
Ciate justice of the United States Court 
of Appeals for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. LANGER. Mr. President, I shall 
vote to confirm the nomination of Thur­
man W. Arnold, but I desire the country 
to know that I do so with deepest reluc­
tance and regret, because to me his ele­
vation to the Court of Appeals is more 
like a funeral than a celebration. 

It is my belief that no lawyer holding 
an official position in recent years has 
begun to approach the magnificent work 
which hal:! been accomplished by Mr. 
Arnold as Assistant Attorney General of 
the United States. He comes from the 
State of Wyoming. He was educated in 
an eastern college and has lived in Wash­
ington for several years. He is conver­
sant with the economic problems of the 
country. I agree with almost every­
thing he has done except entering into 
consent decrees, and particularly those 
relating to the major oil companies. 

Saddened as I am, nevertheless I real­
ize that each man lives his own life. Mr. 
Arnold has made the decision that he de­
sires this position, so who am I to say 
that I am right and he is wrong? 

Only last week the distinguished 
junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
STEWART] delivered an address in the 
Senate against super-big-business mo­
nopolies following the war. Mr. Arnold 
deals with the subject in chapter 2 of his 
book entitled "Democracy and Free 
Enterprise," under the heading "The effi­
ciency of industrial democracy." 

Mr. President, I believe this chapter 
to be the greatest which has ever come 
from the pen of Thurman Arnold. I 
believe it should be made compulsory 
reading in every high school and college 
in America. I ask that the chapter be 
printed in the RECORD at this point as a 
part of my remarks. 

There being no objection, the chapter 
referred to was ordered to be printed in 
the REcORD, as follows: 

DEMOCRACY AND FREE ENTERPRISE 

n. THE EFFICIENCY OF INDUSTRIAL DEMOCRACY 

This war has often been described as a 
struggle between capitalism and totalitarian 
economy. In the past few years totalitarian 
economy, judged on the basis of results with­
out regard for the desirability of the means, 
has been a better producer than the capitalis-

tic system. And thus arises the myth . of 
totalitarian emciency. 

Yet, if we analyze this so-called totalitarian 
emciency, we find that our capitalistic econ­
omy, with all its faults, was always more ef­
ficient in the techniques of production than 
Germany. Our industrial technicians had 
outstripped those of every other country in 
the world. We had greater production per 
man-hour of labor than any other country 
in the world. In other words our capitalistic 
economy was not less emcient in production; 
it was lagging behind in spite of the fact 
that it was more emcient. This is a paradox 
that needs explanation. 

The answer, as I see it, is that we were 
suffering from an economic disease which is 
endemic in all commercial civilization-the 
disease of cartelization, or hardening of the 
arteries of commerce. The cause of that dis­
ease is the desire of the leaders of industry 
to protect themselves against new enterprise. 
They have struggled to the top after ex­
hausting efforts. They want to make their 
achievement permanent. They feel they 
need a rest. Therefore, they think that it is 
their right to stop newcomers from getting 
Into the charmed circle and bothering them. 
The stuff which newcomers have to sell at 

· prices which endanger their dividends is 
called a surplus, or distress production. The 
only way to get rid of that surplus is to keep 
newcomers from producing. But you can't 
stop newcomers from producing in order to 
stabilize their price structure unless you or­
ganize and merge and then organize and 
merge all over again. It takes a lot of power 
to stabilize the economy in a new enterprise. 
For example, in 1920, 25 percent· of copper 
was produced by three companies in the 
United States. In 1930, 40 percent was con­
centrated in the same hands. Today the 
three companies control 81 percent. It took 
that much concentration of power to sta­
bilize copper prices and eliminate the sur­
plus. Incidentally, it was also necessary for 
the cartel to combine with Chilean interests 
and control the foreign market. Without 
these superhuman efforts, extending au 0\=er 
the world, our present shortage would not 
have been possible. It was all done by busi­
ness leaders who thought that surplus spelled 
economic disaster. 

In the same way the disease of carteliza­
tion progressed in other industries; con­
centration grew to an alarming extent, par­
ticularly in the basic materials which are 
the source of all industrial production. The 
building up of these organizations did more 
than simply create shortages in basic war 
materials. It led to the development of an 
economy divided into two economic worlds. 

The first was the world of organized in­
dustry; the second was the world of small, 
unorganized businessmen, farmers, laborers, 
and consumers. In the first world, there was 
the power to maintain high prices no matter 
how much the demand for the product fell 
off. When this power was exercised, pur­
chasing power was curtailed, production 
dropped; men were laid off. This, in turn, 
lowered purchasing power and made de­
mand drop still further. A vicious down­
ward spiral was set in operation. In the 
second world, unlimited competition still 
existed and could not be controlled. In this 
world lived the farmers, retailers, and small 
businessmen who supply the consumers with 
both goods and labor. Here, when the sup­
ply increased or the demand fell off, prices 
dropped to the bottom, but the people went 
right on producing as much as the con­
ditions of the market would permit. In the 
first. world we had concentrated control, 
which makes possible high and rigid prices. 
These, in turn, led to restriction of produc­
tion and wholesale discharge of labor. In 
the second world, we found competition 
among these groups, low :flexible prices, large 
production, and labor standards often at 
starvation levels. 

The final result, before the unbalanced 
industrial boom created by the present war, 
has nowhere been better described t·han by 
President Roosevelt in his monopoly mes­
sage of 1935. He said: 

"Statistics of the Bureau of Internal Rev­
enue reveal the ~allowing amazing figures 
for 1935: 

"Ownership of corporate assets: Of all cor­
porations reporting from every part of the 
Nation, one-tenth of 1 percent of them 
owned 52 percent of the assets of all of them. 

· "And to clinch the point: Of all corpo­
rations reporting, less than 5 percent of 
them owned 87 percent of all the assets 
of all of them. 

"Income and profits of corporations: Of all 
the corporations reporting from every part of 
the country, one-tenth of 1 percent of them 
earned 50 percent of the net income of all of 
them. 

"And.to clinch the point: Of all the manu­
facturing corporations reporting, less than 
4 percent of them earned 84 percent of all 
the net profits of all of them." 

All this is history. It. is an old story to 
the farmers of this country. However, I pre- ~ 
sent it as background, since it bears on the 
economic problem which the present has 
forced on the unorganized industries of this 
country. Billions of dollars had to be poured 
into this unbalanced economic structure 
under the pressure of sheer immediate neces­
sity. This necessity brought into sharp r.elief 
hew our antiproductive monopoly control had 
been working. 

We suddenly woke up to find acute short­
ages in every basic noncompetitive industry. 
We are short of power in a country abounding 
in power; we are short of metals and chemi­
cals; we are short of transportation; we are 
short of skilled labor. In every industry 
which has been able to restrict supply in 
order to put a floor under prices, we find a 
lack of capacity. This lack of capacity is not 
hurting the industries which are responsible 
for these shortages. The burden is being 
borne entirely by independent businessmen 
and farmers whose supplies are being cut off 
by the imposition of priorities. 

Prior to the war America had developed the 
greatest industrial emciency and skill in the 
world. When war broke out it was handi­
capped in the use of that emciency only be­
cause of . a lack of basic materials-which 
would have been just as useful in building 
cheap houses for the city or cheap equipment 
for the farm as for tanks and airplanes. In 
other words, failure to fill housing and farm 
needs in peace was one of the reasons why 
we were short of materials in war. 

For years, our economic system and that of 
the British had been overwhelmingly con­
cerned with preserving the security and the 
income of established and dominant groups. 
These groups stified new productive enter­
prise in order to protect themselves against 
competition. They limited their own output 
to prevent what they called "a surplus." 
They failed to expand their productive ca­
pacity because they feared expansion might 
lead to future competition or future sur­
pluses. They were afraid of industrial plenty, 
which alone can give a nation wealth in peace 
or strength in war. 

Let me illustrate. In 1931 there was a 
growing world surplus of aluminum which 
threatened to invade American markets and 
disturb the monopoly control and the price 
structure of the Aluminum Co. of America. 
So that company formed a Canadian amliate 
called Aluminum Limited, thinking that in 
this way it could escape the antitrust laws 
and could join with the aluminum monopo­
lies of other countries to prevent threatened 
world competition by eliminating the surplus. 
World production was drastically limited to 
prevent new surpluses. Minimum world 
prices were fixed. · 

The plan to keep up prices by restricting 
world production rolled merrily along, until 
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Hitler came into power. He had no patience 
with any limitation on German production, 
but he was delighted with the idea of limit­
ing production abroad. And so Hitler, in 
return for permission to produce unlimited 
quantities at home, promised that he would 
not increase his exports and thus disturb 
the world prices which the carte1s were try­
ing to maintain. And so the democracies 
were free to pursue their policy of eliminating 
what they foolishly thought was a dangerous 
domestic surplus without fear of invasion 
of their markets by German competition. 
Under this arrangement, Hitler doubled and 
tripled aluminum production for aircraft 
and war materials. The democracies stood 
still. When the war came, Germany was 
producing one-third to one-half more alumi­
num than America. 

Even the collapse of France failed to wake 
up the aluminum industry to the dangerous 
shortage which its policy of limiting pro­
duction had created. In 1940, when the 
Antitrust Division was attempting to prove a 
shortage of aluminum for war needs, the 
Aluminum Co. of America denied it. Wish­
ful thinkers in industry, instinctively fearing 
over-production of basic materials, swallowed 
these statements with relief. And thus the 
pressure to build up competing production 
was momentarily relieved. 

Now we know there rs a shortage, but we 
could have saved precious time and precious 
materials had we not listened to the Wishful 
thinking of the men whose financial interest 
lay in preventing new production in order 
to preserve their monopoly control after the 
war. 

In 1940 steel was already running from 92 
to 97 percent o~ capacity. But those in con­
trol of the industry did not like to think of a 
coming shortage, because it meant that we 
should have to build new plants, each of 
which, after the war, would be a competitive 
threat to the orderly control of the industry 
by those already established in it. 

In other words, perhaps we had better not 
build up the steel production that we so 
imperatively need today because it might 
give steel to buyers of automobiles and tin 
cans and steel construction at too low prices 
after the war. Steel companies during the 
war should not be expected to expand plants 
which might hurt their dividends after the 
war. 

Not only did cartelization create an un­
balanced economy between different groups 
of producers and consumers, it also prevented 
the development of the resources of the 
South and West. It created a geographical 
unbalance of our economy as well as an 
unbalance between farmers and industry. 

Fox:. the past 20 years the economy of 
the South and West has been developing 
along colonial lines. The industrial East 
has been the mother country. The South 
and West have been the colonies. The 
colonies have furnished the mother country 
with raw material. The mother country has 
been exploiting the colonies by selling them 
manufactured necessities at artificially con­
trolled prices. New York City has been the 
financial and industrial center of the Na­
tion. The industrial East has been the prin­
cipal source of both capital and organization 
to develop the South and West. Under such 
conditions, it has been natural enough that 
tl}e South and West have been developed in 
a way which would contribute the most to 
the domination of the industrial East. 
Wherever it has interfered with eastern in­
dustrial domination, the competitive energy 
of the South and West has been stifted. 
Local independent capital in the South and 
West has been gradually disappearing. 
Local independent enterprise has been under 
a constant handicap. The farmer has been 
the chief victim. 

How all this happened is a complicated 
process. Big business has treated the West 

and South primarily as a source of raw ma­
terials, not as a place to manufacture and 
sell finished products at competitive prices. 
This is the age-old principle of colonial em­
pires. It is dictated by the necessity of keep­
ing up dividends in the mother country 
against cheaper local competition in the 
colonies. The methods of maintaining C'on­
trol of industrial marke1:.3 in the South and 
West are based on the power of tightly or­
ganized cartels to control supply, transpor­
tation, and distribution in such a way as to 
put new competing enterprise in the colonies 
under a continuing handicap. I will illus­
trate by taking a few examples from the field 
of transportation. 

In Pueblo, Colo., there is a steel plant 
capable of producing a million tons a year. 
Such a plant in a free economy would give 
the farmers and consumers of the West bar 
steel and nails at less cost, because it would 
eliminate the transportation charges from 
Chicago. But the plant was not built for the 
development of the West. It is, on the con­
trary, operated in such a way as to preserve 
the dominant position of eastern steel. A 
farmer in cororado who wis~ed to buy steel 
bars in Pueblo had to pay $20.38 a ton 
imaginary freight from Chicago. If he 
wished to buy a keg of wire nails he paid 
nearly $1 a crate for phantom freight for a 
product manufactured in his own home 
State. In other words, he was not permitted 
to have any advantager- from the local in­
dustry. 

So much for the consumer. How about 
the development of more steel production in 
Pueblo? If the Pueblo plant wished to ship 
steel 50 miles east of Pueblo, the consumer 
paid as much for transportation as if he 
bought in Chicago. The whole market in 
the Mountain States was thus preserved for 
eastern industry. 

In using the basing-point system as an ex­
ample of price control, I do not wish to over-. 
emphasize it. It is only one of the methods 
by which a few dominant concerns control 
the market for necessities, and is probably 
not the most important. The price of gaso­
line, for example, was controlled in part by 
the basing-point system. It was also con­
trolled by the illegal use of the ethyl pat­
ents-by large oil companies' forming pools 
to remove competitive gasoline from the mar­
kets-by the ownership of pipe lines by major 
oil companies so that they might obtain re­
bates which would make it impossible for 
independents to ship on equal terms. These 
controls operated against the unorganized 
South and West in two ways: first, organized 
industry fixed the prices which the South and 
West got for their raw materials; second, it 
fixed the price which consumers paid for 
necessities. In addition to fixing prices, big 
business by the sheer power of large resources 
was able to force independents into line. 
This became known as price leadership, main­
tained, not by open conspiracy but by the 
fear of retaliation. 

The disease of cartelization does not stop 
with industry. It is responsible for most 
of the labor practices which we now condemn 
labor for forcing on employers. Faced with 
an irreducible minimum of unemployment, 
labor got the idea that it was part of its 
function to aid in reducing the surplus which 
threatened the existence of its jobs. Nation­
wide· labor organizations began to force use­
less and parasitic labor on employers. They 
adopted a policy of resisting more efficient 
methods of production. For the first time in 
the history of the United States the idea that 
it was legitimate for labor to sabotage pro­
duction in the interest of static jobs was 
recognized by the courts. The Supreme 
Court held that It was not an unreasonable 
restraint of trade for a labor union In Chi­
cago to prevent the consumers of Chicago 
from having ready-mixed concrete, thereby 
lowering the quality of concrete and raising 

the cost of building in that city. As a result 
of such practices the development of cheaper 
housing has been stified in this country. The 
·Court arrives at the approval of such prac­
tices in a circuitous way. 

In 1939 a six-room house in Cleveland cost 
$1,000 more to build than the same house in 
Detroit. Responsible citizens reported to the 
Antitrust Division at thr time that one of 
the reasons was that contractors who used 
prefabricated material or more economical 
methods were afraid to do business in Cleve­
land. 

Who got that extra thousand dollars? The 
answer is that nobody got it. They just 
stopped building houses. In 1939 there was 
only $21,000,000 in Federal Housing Authority 
loans for houses in Cleveland. There was 
$59,000,000 in Federal Housing Authority 
loans in Detroit. Not even organized labor 
profited. The hourly wage for carpenters 
was higher in Cleveland than it was in De­
troit. The annual income of carpenters was 
higher in Detroit than it · was in Cleveland. 
Such exploitation is going on all over the 
country. Take a few examples at random. 
In Chicago a building-trades concern would 
not let stone which had been cut in Indiana 
be used. It had to be shipped in rough and 
cut in Chicago. Uncut stone costs 20 per­
cent more to ship. So Chicago's freight bill 
goes up. Indiana is better equipped to cut 
stone than Chicago, so manufacturing costs 
go up. The stonecutters' union in Indiana, 
probably because of its greater efficiency in 
the process, gets higher wages than the Chi­
cago union, so labor as a whole gets less 
wages. The result is higher building costs 
and less consumer purchasing power. 

This idea of erecting a local protective 
tariff against outside products is always at­
tractive to those who can control imports, 
and so it spreads rapidly. In Pittsburgh and 
San Francisco the carpenters' union would 
not allow outside millwork to be used in con­
struction. In New York metal lathers won't 
allow the use of metal laths and metal rods 
which are not fabricated or bent on the job 
or in the city. In Belleville, Ill., the unions 
have been indicted with dealers and contrac­
tors for preventing the home owner from 
building a house when the structural parts 
are prefabricated. In Houston, Tex., master 
plumbers and the plumbing union insis~ed 
that pipe made for particular jobs would not 
be installed unle.ss the thread were cut off 
and removed from the pipe and a new thread 
were put on at the job. They insisted that 
brass pipe had to be delivered without a 
thread on either end. This sort of thing 
would be funny if it were not so expensive to 
people on low incomes who have to cut down 
their food bills in order to pay higher rents. 

The distribution of food in large cities is 
full of log-jams between the farm and the 
table. The teamsters in Washington, with 
the cheerful acquiescenc;e of those retailers 
anxious to raise the price of necessities, 
threatened to cut off deliveries from stores 
selling a larger loaf of bread unless they 
raised their prices 40 percent. Consumers 
cannot protest against that beginning of a 
monopoly price spiral in food by refusing to 
buy bread and eating cake. These are quiet, 
peaceful holdups, as painless as a hidden sales 
tax. The consumer never has a chance to 
wire Washington to send a board of promi­
nent men to argue on his behalf. The fight 
is all over before the referee can get to the 
scene cif the trouble. You can mediate a 
struggle between the Bethlehem Steel Co. 
and an organized union. You can't mediate 
a struggle between consumers and the team­
sters, because the consumers are down and 
out before the first gong rings. 

Why was labor able to prevent legislation 
which curbed these practices? One of tha 
reasons was that most of them were done in 
combination with a strong industrial group. 
In restricting the distribution of the milk 



1726 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE MARCH 9 
they had- the cooperation of powerful dairy 

·companies who did not like store delivery 
any more than labor did. In the distribu· 
tion of plumbing they had the cooperation of 
great plumbing manufacturers who feared 
the direct selling of Sears, 'Roebuck. For 
example, in the recent indictment in the 
hat industry, the Government charges that a 
group of manufacturers joined with the 
unions in order to prevent milliners from 
converting their efforts into the production 
of hats for the. Army, They divided the busi­
ness up, they set the price, they put handi­
caps on any new enterprise that desired to 

·bid. The idea of the union was to keep up 
their wages by restricting the manufacture 
of hats to people with whom they already 
had an agreement. The idea of the hatters 
was to control the manufacture of hats for 
the Army. Therefore, industrialists were 
unable to make the same kind of a whole­
hearted drive to put labor under the anti­
trust laws that they did in attacking the 
Holding Company Act. Their ranks were 
divided. The cartel groups were profiting 
from labor restrictions. Or else they were in 
a noncompetitive position which enabled 
them to pass the cost of inefficiency ou to the 
public. 

In this situation economic thought turned 
in two directions. Few economic thinkers, 
however, put any particular emphasis on 
stopping the disease which was creating 
these results. Liberals and radicals alike 
turned to a vague idea that the remedy lay 
in a planned economy. Now, of course, no 
Government group cr industrial group can 
exist without making plans. However, these 
thinkers did . not have any specific plans in 
mind. They were basing their faith in the 
thought that a set of experts could be se­
lected who would understand the whole 
matter and make the plans for them. The 
treatises of the time on the economic health 
of the Nation spent most of their time 
pointing out the paradox of want in the 
midst of plenty, of idle capital and idle 
labor. Surely, they said, wise men if put 
in charge would not permit such things to 
happen. Therefore, let us get back of the 
movement to support boards of experts in 
the Government who will balance production 
and distribution. 

Faced with this sort of thing big business 
became apoplectic. It was the antithesis of 
individualism. It was the Russian system of 
government. Big business believed in man­
agers rather than planners. These managers 
were the heads of the great industrial cartels. 
All we needed to do was to let them alone 
and they would get rid of the distressing 
surplus for us. 

Under constant attack the energy of the 
planners died down. And then, for the first 
time, we bsgan to drive along the tradi· 
tional lines that have made us a great in­
dustrial democracy. The President in his 
remarkable message in 1938 decided on a 
campaign against the cartel system, which 
in this country is ordinarily referred to as 
"monopoly." That tradition consists not in 
hiring experts to make broad general plans 
but in breaking up, one at a time, the re­
straints on production and distribution of 
goods . There is nothing in it which is anti­
thetical to any particular plan relating to 
any particular industrial activity. It does 
assume, however, that legislative plans 
should be adapted to specific evils and that 
the future of industrial democracy does not 
lie in any more Government control than is 
required t o remedy specific evils. It believes 
that in the long run the most efficient pro­
duction and distribution of goods will come 
from private initiative in a free market. It 
is ba.sed on the premise that most of our 
troubles h ave come because we have allowed 
private groups to protect themselves against 
the inconvenience of being forced to com­
pete with new enterprise. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is, Will the Senate advise and 
consent to the nomination of Thurman 
W. Arnold to be Associate Justice of the 
United States Court of Appeals for the 
District of Columbia? 

The nomination was confirmed. 
Mr. O'MAHONEY. Mr. President, I 

ask that the President be immediately 
notified of the confirmation of the nomi­
nation of Mr. Arnold. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be notified 
forthwith. 

COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Coast and 
Geodetic survey. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nomi­
nations in the Coast and Geodetic sur­
vey be confirmed en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations in the Coast 
and Geodetic Survey are confirmed en 
bloc. 

POSTMASTERS 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations of postmasters.­

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nomi­
nations of postmasters be confirmed en 
bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations of postmas­
ters are confirmed en bloc. 

THE ARMY 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Army. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nomi­
nations in the Army be confirmed en 
bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations in the Army 
are confirmed en bloc. 

THE MARINE CORPS 

The legislative clerk proceeded to read 
sundry nominations in the Marine Corps. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the nomi­
nations in the Marine Corps be confirmed 
en bloc. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the nominations in the Marine 
Corps are confirmed en bloc. 

Mr. BARKLEY. I ask that the Presi­
dent be immediately notified of all nomi­
nations confirmed today. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without 
objection, the President will be immedi­
ately notified. 
CONSULAR CONVENTION WITH MEXICO 

The Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to ·consider the Con­
vention, Executive D <77th Cong., 2d 
sess.), a Consular Convention between 
the United States of America and Mexico, 
signed at Mexico City, on August 12, 1942, 
which was read the second time, as 
follows: 
CONSULAR CoNVENTION BETWEEN THE UNITED 

STATES OF AMERICA AND THE UNITED MEXICAN 
STATES 

The President of the United States of 
America and the President of the United 
Mexican States, being desirous of defining 
the duties, rights, privileges, exemptions, and 
immunities of consular officers of each coun­
try in the territory of the other country, 
have decided to conclude a convention for 

that purpose and have appointed as their 
plenipotentiaries: 

The Prel'ident of the United States of 
America: 

George S. Messersmith, Ambassador Ex­
traordinary and Plenipotentiary of the United 
States of . America in Mexico, and 

The President of the United Mexican 
States: 

Ezequtel Padilla, Secretary of Foreign Re­
lations; 

Who, having communicated to each other 
their respective full powers, which were 
found to be in good and due form, have 
agreed upon the following Articles: 

ARTICLE I 

1. Each High Contracting Party agrees to 
receive from the other High Contracting 
Party, consular officers in those of its ports, 
places, and cities, where it may be convenient 
and which are open to consular representa­
tives of any foreign States. 

2. Consular officers of each High Contract­
ing Party shall, after entering upon their 
duties, enjoy reciprocally in the territories 
of the other High Contracting Party all the 
rights, privileges, exemptions and immuni­
ties which are enjoyed by consular officers of 
the same grade of the most favored nation, 
there being understood by consular officers 
Consuls Genl;;ral as well as Consuls and Vice 
Consuls who are not honorary. As official 
agents, such officers shall be entitled to the 
high consideration of all officials, :national 
or local, with whom they have official inter­
course in the State which receives them. 

3. The Government of each High Contract­
ing Party shall furnish free of charge the 
necessary exequatur of such consular officers 
of the other High Contracting Party as pre­
sent a regular commiSsion signed by the chief 
executive of the appointing S~ate and under 
its great seal; and shall issue to a subordinate 
or substitute consular officer duly appointed 
by an accepted superior consular officer with 
the approbation of his Government, or by any 
other competent officer of his Government, 
such documents as according to the laws of 
the respective States shall be requisite for the 
exercise by the appointee of the consular 
function; provided in either case that the 
person applying for an exequatur or other 
document is found acceptable. In the ex­
hibition of an exequatur, or other docu­
ment in lieu thereof issued to a. subordi· 
nate or substitute consular officer, such con­
sular officer or such subordinate or substitute 
consular officer, as the case may be, shall be 
permitted to perform his duties and to enjoy 
the rights, privileges, exemptions and im­
munities granted by this Convention. 

4. Upon the death, incapacity, or abs~nce of 
a consular officer having no subordinate con­
sular officer at his post, secretaries or chan­
cellors, whose official character may previ­
ously have been made known to the Govern­
ment of the State in the territory of which 
the consular function was exercised, may 
temporarily exercise the consular functions 
of the deceased or incapacitated or absent 
consular officers; and while so acting shall 
enjoy all the rights, privileges, exemptions, 
and immunities that were granted to the 
consular officer. 

5. A consular officer or a diplomatic officer 
of either High Contracting Party, a. national 
of the State by which he is appointed and 
duly commissioned or accredited by such 
State, may, in the capital of the other State, 
have the rank also of a diplomatic officer or 
of a consular officer, as the case may be, pro­
vided that and for so long as permission for 
him to exercise such dual functions has been 
duly granted by the Government of the State 
in the territory of which he exercises his 
functions as a consular officer and to which 
he is accredited as a diplomatic officer, and 
provided further that in any euch case the 
rank as a diplomatic officer shall be under-
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stood as being superior to and independent 
of the rank as a consular officer. 

ARTICLE II 

1. Consular officers, nationals of the State 
by which they are appointed, and not ·en­
gaged in any privE.te occupation for gain 
within the territory of the State in which 
they exercise their functions, shall be exempt 
from arrest in such territory except when 
charged with the commission of an act desig­
nated by local legislation as crime other than 
misdemeanor and subjecting the individual 
guilty thereof to punishment by imprison­
ment. Such officers shall be exempt from 
military billetings, and from service of any 
military or naval, administrative or police 
character whatsoever. 

2. In criminal cases the attendance at 
court by a consular officer as a witness may 
be demanded by the plaintiff, the defendant, 
or the judge. The demand shal.l be made 
with all possible regard for the consular 
dignity and the duties of the office; and there 
shall be compliance on the part of the 
consular officer. 

3. In civil, contentious-administrative and 
labor cases, consular officers shall be subject 
to the jurisdiction of the courts of the State 
which receives them. When the testimony 
of a consular officer who is a national of the 
State which appoints him and who is no:t 
engaged in any private occupation for gain 
is taken in civil cases, it shall be taken orally 
or in writing at his residence or office and 
with due regard for his convenience. The 
officer should, however, voluntarily give his 
testimony at the opportune moment of the 
trial whenever it is possible to do so without 
serious interference with his official duties. 

4. A consular officer shall not be required 
to testify in criminal, contentious-adminis­
trative, labor or civil cases, regarding acts 
performed by him in his official capacity. 

ARTICLE m 
1. Consular officers and employees in a 

consulate, nationals of the State by which 
they are appointed, and not engaged in any 
private occupation for gain within the terri­
tory of the State in which they exercise their 
functions, shall be exempt_ from all ~axes, 
National, State, provincial and municipal, in­
cluding taxes on fees, wages or salaries re­
ceived specifically in compensation for con­
sular services, and they shall be exempt from 
all kinds of charges incident to the licensing, 
registration, use or circulation of vehicles. 
However, they shall no-r. be exempt from taxes 
levied on account of the possession or owner­
ship of immovable property situated within 
the territory of the State in which they exer­
cise their functions or taxes levied against 
income derived from property of any kind 
situated within such territory or belonging 
thereto. 

2. The exemptions provided in paragraph 
1 of this Article shall apply equally to other 
officials who are duly appointed by one of 
the High Contracting Parties to exercise of­
ficial functions in the territory of 'lihe other 
High Contracting Party, provided that such 
officials shall be nationals of the State ap­
pointing them and shall not be engaged in 
any private occupation _for gain within the 
territory of the State in which they exercise 
their functions; and provided further that 
permission for them to exercise such official 
functions has been duly granted by the Gov­
ernment of the receiving State. The Gov­
ernment of the State appointing such officials 
shall communicate to the Government of the 
receiving State satisfactory evidence of · the 
appointment and shall indicate th.e character 
of the services which will be performed by the 
officials to whom the exemptions are intended 
to apply. 

ARTICLE IV 

1. Each High Contracting Party agrees to 
permit the entry free of all duty of all furni-

'liure, equipment and supplies intended for 
official use in the cqnsular offices of the other 
High Contracting Party, and to extend to 
such consular officers of the other High Con­
tracting Party as are its nationals and to 
such members of their families and suites 
as are its nationals, the privilege of entry 
free of duty of their baggage and all other 
personal property whether accompanying the 
officer or his family or suite to his post or 
imported at any time during his incum­
bency thereof; provided, nevertheless, that 
there shall not be brought into the terri­
tories of either High Contracting Party any 
article, the importation of which is ·prohib­
ited by the law ·of such High Contracting 
Party, until requirements in accordance with 
the appropriate law have been duly met. 

2. The exemptions provided in paragraph 1 
of this Article shall apply equally to other 
officials who are duly appointed by one of 
the High Contracting Parties to exercise of­
ficial functions in the territory of the other 
High Contracting Party, provided that such 
officials shall be nationals of the State ap­
pointing them. The Government of the State 
appointing such officials shall communicate 
to the Government of the receiving State 
satisfactory evidence of the appointment and 
shall indicate the character of the services 
which are to be performed by the officials 
to whom the exemptions are intended to ap­
ply. 

3. It is understood, however, that the ex­
emptions provided in this Article shall not 
be extended to consular officers or other 
officials who are engaged in any private oc­
cupation for gain within the territory of 
the State to which they have been appointed 
or in which they exercise their functions, 
save with respect to Governmental supplies. 

ARTICLE V 

1. Consular oftlcers may place over the outer 
door of their respective offices the arms of 
their State with an appropriate inscription 
designating the nature of the office, and they 
may place the coat of arms and fly the flag 
of their State on automobiles employed by 
them in the exercise of their consular func­
tions. ~ch officers may also fly the flag of 
their State on their offices, including those 
situated in the capitals of the respective coun­
tries. They may likewise fly such flag over 
any boat or vessel employed in the exercise 
of the consular functions. 

2. The quarters where consular business is 
conducted, correspondence to which the of­
ficial seal of the consulates is affixed, and the 
archives of the consulate shall at all times 
be inviolable, and under no pretext shall 
any authorities of any character of the State 
in which such quarters or archives are lo­
cated make any . examination or seizure of 
papers or other property in such quarters 
or archives or to which the official seal is 
affixed. When consular officers are engaged 
in business within the territory of the State 
in which they exercise their functions, the 
files and documents of the consulate shall 
be kept in a place entirely separate from the 
place where private or business papers are 
kept. Consular offices sh·an not be used as 
places of asylum. No consular officers shall 
be required to produce official archives in 
court or to testify as to their contents. 

ARTICLE VI 

1. Consular officers of either High Con­
tracting Party may, within their respective 
consular districts, address the authorities, 
National, State, Provincial or Municipal, for 
the purpose of protecting the nationals of the 
State by which they were appointed in the 
enjoyment of rigQ,ts accruing by treaty or 
otherwise. Complaint may be tnade for the 
infraction of those rights. Failure upon the 
part of the. proper authorities to grant redress 
or to accord protection may justify interpo­
sition througH the diplomatic channel, and 

in the absence of a diplomatic representative. 
a consul general or the consular officer sta· 
tioned at the capital may apply directly to 
the Government of the country. 

2. Consular officers shall, within their re .. 
spective consular districts, have the right: 

(a) to interview and communicate with 
the nationals of the State which appointed 
them; 

(b) to inquire into any incidents which 
have occurred affecting the interests of the 
nationals of the State which appointed them; 

(c) upon notification to the appropriate 
authority, to visit any of the nationals of the 
State which appointed them who are impris· 
oned or detained by authorities of the State; 
and · 

(d) to assist the na-tionals of the State 
which appointed them in proceedings before 
or relations with authorities of the State. 

3. Nationals of either High Contracting 
Party shall have the right at all times to 
communicate with the consular officers of 
their country. 

ARTICLE VII 

1. Consular officers, in pursuance of the 
laws of their respective countries, may, within 
their respect! ve districts: 

(a) take and attest the depositions of anY! 
person whose identity they have duly estab• 
lished; 

(b) authenticate signatures; 
(c) draw up, attest, certify and authen .. 

ticate unilateral acts, translations, testamen .. 
tary dispositions, and transcripts of civil 
registry of the nationals of the State which 
has appointed the consular officer; and 

(d) draw up, attest, certify and authen• 
ticate deeds, contracts, documents and writ• 
ten instruments of any kind, provided that 
such deeds, contracts, documents and written 
instruments shall have application, execu­
tion, and legal effect primarily in the terri· 
tory of the State which shall have appointed 
the consular officer. 

2. Instruments and documents thus exe .. 
cuted and copies and translations thereof; 
when duly authenticated by the consular 
officer, under his official seal, ·shall be re• 
ceived as evidence in the territories of either 
State, as original documents or authenticated 
copies, as the case may be, and shall have the 
same force and effect as if drawn up or exe• 
cuted before a notary or other public officer 
duly authorized in the State by which the 
consular officer was appointed; provided, al· 
ways, that such documents shall have bee!\ 
drawn and executed in conformity to the 
laws and regulations of the State where they 
are designed to take effect. 

ARTICLE vm 
1. In case of the death of a national of 

either High Contracting Party in the terri· 
tory of the other High Contracting Party, 
without having in the locality of his decease 
any known heirs or testamentary executors 
by him appointed, the competent local au· 
thorities shall at once inform the nearest 
consular officer of the State of which the 
deceased was a national of the fact of his 
death, in order that necessary information 
may be forwarded to the persons interested. 

2. In case of the death of a national of 
either High Contracting Party in the terri• 
tory of the other High Contracting Party, 
without will or testament whereby he has 
appointed testamentary executors, the con· 
sular officer of the State of which the de• 
ceased was a national and within whose dis­
trict the deceased made his home at the 
time of death, shall, so far as the laws of the 
country permit and pending the appoint• 
ment of an administrator and until letters 
of administration have been granted, be 
deemed qualified to take charge of the prop• 
erty left by the decedent for the preserva• 
tion and protection of such property. Such 
consular officer shall have the right to be 
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appointed as administrator within the dis­
cretion of a court or other agency controlling 
the administration of estates, provided the 
laws of the place where the estate is admin­
istered so permit. 

3. Whenever a consular otncer accepts the 
office of administrator of the estate of a de­
ceased countryman, he subjects himself in 
that capacity to the jurisdiction of the court 
or other agency making the appointment for 
all necessary purposes to the same extent as 
if he were a national of the State by which 
he has been received. 

ARTICLE IX 

1. A consular officer of either High . Con­
tracting Party shall within his district have 
the right to appear personally or by author­
ized representative in all matters concern­
ing the administration and distribution of 
the estate of a deceased person under the 
jurisdiction of the local authorities, for all 
such heirs or legatees in the estate, either 
minors or adults, as may be nonresidents of 
the country and nationals of the State by 
which the consular otncer was appointed, 
unless such heirs or legatees have appeared, 
either 1n person or by authorized representa­
tives. 

2. A consular officer of either High Con­
tracting Party may on behalf of his non­
resident countrymen collect and receipt for 
their distributive shares derived from estates 
in process of probate or accruing under the 
provisions of so-called Workmen's Compen­
sation Laws or other like statutes, for trans­
mission through channels prescribed by his 
Government to the proper distributees, pro­
vided that the court or other agency making 
distribution through him may require him 
to furnish reasonable evidence of the remis­
sion of the funds to the distributees. 

ARTICLE X 

1. A consular otncer shall have exclusive 
jurisdiction over controversies arising out of 

· the internal order of private vessels of his 
country, and shall alone exercise jurisdiction 
in situations, wherever arising, between otn­
cers and crews, pertaining to the enforce­
ment of discipline on board, provided the 
vessel and the persons charged with wrong­
doing shall have entered territorial waters 
or a port within his consular district. Con­
sular officers shall also have jurisdiction over 
issues concerning the adjustment of wages 
and the execution of labor contracts of the 
crews; provided that their intervention will 
have a conclliatory character, without au­
thority to settle disputes which may arise. 
This jurisdiction shall not exclude the juris­
diction conferred on the respective local au­
thorities under existing or future laws of the 
place. 

2. When an act committed on board a pri­
vate vessel under the flag of the State by 
which the consular officer has been appointed 
and within the territory or the territorial 
waters of the State by which he has been 
received constitutes a crime according to the 
laws of the receiving State, subjecting the 
person guilty thereof to punishment as a 
criminal, the consular officer shall not exer­
cise jurisdiction except in so far as he is per­
mitted to do so by the local law. 

3. A consular otncer may freely invoke the 
assistance of the local police authorities in 
any matter pertaining to the maintenance of 
internal order on board a vessel under the 
flag of his country within the territory or the 
territorial waters of the State by which he 
has been received, and upon such request the 
requisite assistance shall be given. 

4. A consular otncer may appear with the 
officers and crews of vessels under the flag 
of his country before the judicial authorities 
of the State by which he has been received 
for the purpose of observing proceedings or 
of rendering assistance as an interpreter or 
agent. 

ARTICLE XI 

1. A consular officer of either High Con­
tracting Party shall have the right to in­
spect within the ports of the other High Con­
tracting Party within his consular district, 
the private vessels of any flag destined to and 
about to clear for ports of his country, for 
the sole purpose of observing the sanitary 
conditions and measures taken on board such 
vessels, in order that he may be enabled there­
by to execute intelligently bills of health and 
other documents required by the laws of his 
country and to inform his Government con­
cerning the extent to which its sanitary reg­
ulations have been observed at ports of de­
parture by vessels destined to one of its ports, 
with a view to facilitating entry of such ves­
sels, provided that the captain of the vessel 
shall have requested of the consular otncer 
the issuance or visa of the appropriate bill 
of health. 

2. In exercising the right conferred upon 
them by this Article, consular otncers shall 
act with all possible despatch and without 
unneceEsary delay. 

ARTICLE Xll 

1. All proceedings relative to the salvage 
of vessels of either High Contracting Party 
wrecked upon the coasts of the other High , 
Contracting Party shall be directed by the . 
consular officer of the country to which the 
vessel belongs and within whose district the 
wreck may have occurred, or by some other 
person authorized for such purpose by the 
law of such country and whose identity shall 
be made known to the local authorities by 
the consular officer. 

2. The local authorities of the receiving 
State shall immediately inform the consular 
officer, or the other authorized person to . 
whom reference is made in the foregoing 
paragraph, of the occurrence, and shall in 
the mean time take all necessary measures 
for the protection of persons and the preser­
vation of the wrecked property. Such au­
thorities shall intervene only to maintain 
order, to protect the interests of the salvors, 
if the salvors do not belong to the crew of the 
wrecked vessel, and to ensure the .. execution 
of the arrangements which shall be made for 
the entry and exportation of the salvaged 
merchandise, such merchandise not to be 
subjected to any customs charges unless in­
tended for subsequent consumption in the 
country where the wreck has occurred. 

3. When the wreck occurs within a port, 
there shall be observed also those arrange­
ments which may be ordered by the local 
authorities with a view to avoiding any dam­
age that might otherwise be caused thereby 
to the port and to other ships. 

4. The inte_rvention of .the local authori­
ties shall occasion no expense of any kind 
to the owners or operators of the vessels, ex­
cept such expenses as may be caused by the 
operations of salvage and the preservation of 
the goods saved, together with expenses that 
would be incurred under similar circum­
stances by vessels of the country. 

ARTICLE XIII 

Honorary Consuls or Vice Consuls, 1\S the 
case may be, shall enjoy, in addition to all 
the rights, privileges, exemptions, immuni­
ties and obligations enjoyed by honorary 
consular otncers of the same rank of the most 
favored nation, those rights, privileges, ex­
emptions, immunities and obligations pro­
vided for in paragraph 3 of article I and in 
articies V, VI, VII, VIII, IX, X, XI, and XII 
of the present Convention, for which they 
have received authority in conformity to the 
laws of the State by which they are ap­
pointed. 

ARTICLE XIV 

1. This Convention shall be ratified and 
the ratifications thereof shall be exchanged 
in the City of Mexico. 

The Convention shall take effect tn all tts 
provisions the thirtieth day after the day of 
the exchange of ratifications and shall con­
tinue in force for the term of five years. 

2. If, six months before the expiration of 
the aforesaid period of five years, the Gov­
ernment of neither High Contracting Party 
shall have given notice to the Government of 
the other High Contracting Party of an in­
tention of modifying by change or omission 
any of the provisions of any of the Articles of 
this Convention or of terminating the Con­
vention upon the expiration of the aforesaid 
period of five years the Convention shall con­
tinue in effect after the aforesaid period and 
until six months from the date on which 
the Government of either High Contracting 
Party shall have notified to the Government 
of the other High Contracting Party an inten­
tion of modifying or terminating the Con­
vention. 

In witness whereof the respective Plenipo­
tentiaries have signed this Convention and 
have hereunto atnxed their seals. 

Done in duplicate in the English and Span­
ish languages, in the City of Mexico, on this 
12th day of the month of August, 1942. 

G. S. MESSERSMITH (SEAL) 
E. PADILLA (SEAL) 

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. President, the 
Committee · on Foreign Relations very 
carefully considered the convention, and 
reported it favorably. I do not op­
pose it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
convention is before the Senate and open 
to amendment. If there be no amend­
ment to be proposed, the convention will 
be reported to the Senate. 

The convention was reported to the 
Senate without amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
resolution of ratification will be read. 

The legislative clerk read as follows: 
Resolved (two-thirds of the Senators pres­

ent concurring therein), That the Senate 
advise and consent to the ratification of 
Executive D, Seventy-seventh Congress, sec­
ond session, a convention between the 
United States of America and Mexico de­
fining the duties, rights, privileges, exemp­
tions, and immunities of consular officers of 
each country in the territory of the other 
country, signed at Mexico City on August 12, 
1942. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 
question is on agreeing to the resolution 
of ratification. (Putting the question.) 
Two-thirds of the Senators present con­
curring therein, the resolution of ratifi­
cation is agreed to, and the convention 
is ratified. 

RECESS 

Mr. BARKLEY. As in legislative ses­
sion I move that the Senate take a re­
cess until 12 o'clock noon tomorrow. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4 
o'clock and 42 minutes p. m.) the Sen­
ate took a recess until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, March 10, 1943, at 12 o'clock 
noon. 

NOMINATIONS 

Executive nominations received by the 
Senate March 9, 1943: 

DIPLOMATIC AND FOREIGN SERVICE 

The following-named persons now Foreign 
Service otncers of class 7 and secretaries in 
the Diploma tic Service to be also consuls of 
the United States of America: 

Fritz A. M. Alfsen. of New York. 
Aubrey E. Lippincott, of Arizona.. 
H. Bartlett Wells, of New Jersey. 
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WAR MANPOWER COMMISSION 

Albert L. Nickerson, from the State of 
Massachusetts, to be Director, Bureau of 
Placement, at $8,000 per annum, in the Wash­
ington office of the War Manpower Com­
mission. 

Denton 0. Rushing, from the State of 
Arkansas, to be field supervisor, at $4,600 per 
annum, in the Kansas City regional office of 
the War Manpower Commission. 

Joseph Earl Smith, from the State of Ohio, 
to be area director, at $4,600 per annum, in 
the Youngstown area office of the War Man­
power Commission (vice Marion A. Gregg, 
transferred) . 

Lorentz E. Wormley, from the State of 
California, to be senior training specialist, at 
~4 ,600 per annum, in the Portland area office 
of the War Manpower Commission. 

POSTMASTERS 

FLORIDA 

Evelyn C. Hunter, Neptune Beach, Fla. 
Office became Presidential ~uly 1, 1942. 

GEORGIA 

:Mack B. Smith, Drybranch, Ga. Office be­
came Presidential July 1, 1942. 

Elvis L. Hopper, Hapevllle, Ga., in place of 
W. R. Conine, resigned. 

Stephen C. Tate, Tate, Ga .•. in place of May­
nard Mashburn, resigned. 

ILLINOIS 

Webster Hanna, Noble, Ill., in place of G. G. 
Martin, deceased. 

KENTUCKY 

Carolyn V. Ducker, Butler, Ky., in place of 
C. 0. Ducker, resigned. 

LOUISIANA 

Clinton C. Barron, L111ie, La. Oflice became 
Presidential July 1, 1942. · 

MARYLAND 

Mary Estelle Ennis, Joppa, Md. Office be­
came Presidential July 1, 1942. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

Patrick J. Connelly, Boston, Mass., in place 
of P. F. Tague, deceased. 

OKLAHOMA 

Monroe Burton, Poteau, Okla., in place of 
Monroe Burton. Incumbent's commission ex­
pired June 23, 1942. 

OREGON 

Paul A. Mills, Woodburn, Oreg., in place of 
H. F. Butterfield, removed. 

CONFIRMATIONS 

Executive nominations confirmed by 
the Senate March 9, 1943: 

THE JUDICIARY 

UNITED STATES CIRCUIT COURT OF APPEALS 

Curtis L. Waller to be judge of the United 
States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Fifth 
Circuit. · 

UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA 

Thurman W. Arnold to be an associate 
justice of the United States Court of Appeals 
for the District of Columbia. 

COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY 

TO BE HYDROGRAPHIC AND GEODETIC ENGINEERS 
WITH RANK OF LIEUTENANT COMMANDER FROM 
THE INDICATED DATES 

Leonard C. Johnson from March 1, 1943. 
John Bowie, Jr., from March 1, 1943. 
Ector B. Latham from March 1, 1943. 
George R. Shelton from March 16, 1943. 
Ira T. Sanders from March 24, 1943. 
Edward R. McCarthy from March 24, 1943. 
Francis B. Quinn from March 24, 194.3. 
Emil H. Kirsch from March 26, 1943. 

LXXXIX--110 

IN THE ARMY 

APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE REGULAR 
ARMY 

To Finance Department 
First Lt. Percival Stanley Brown 

To Air Corps 
Second Lt. Leroy Hugh Watson, Jr. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY 

To be colonels, Medical Corps 
Edward Augustus Coates, Jr. 
James Albertus Bethea 
Asa Margrave Lehman 
Oramel Henry Stanley 
Sewell Munson Corbett 
Samuel Reily Norris 
Benjamin Norris 

To be captains, Medical Corps 
David Paul Ward 
Edwin Emmons Corcoran 

To be colonels, Veterinary Corps 
Allen Chamberlain Wight 
Elwood Luke Nye 

CHAPLAINS 

To be captains 
Roger Dace Russell 
John Frederick Gaertner 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 

APPOINTMENTS 

To be second lieutenants 
John F. Coffey 
Andrew M. Zimmer 
William F. Mazlack 
Richard A. Kelly 
Preston S. Marchant 
Jackson C. Turnaclitr 

ros:rMASTERS 

MISSOURI 

Morris D. Greenwood, Fredericktown. 
John H. Dickbrader, Washington. 

OKLAHOMA 

William T. Gaddis, Catoosa. 
WISCONSIN 

Frances A. Hollister, Clinton. 
George C. Smith, Downing. 
William L. Lee, Drummond. 
Alphonse J. McGuire, Highland. 
Leone E. DeMuth, Hollandale. 
Letha G. Sherman, North Prairie. 
Minnie 0. Bartelme, Okauchee. 
Louis H. Schultz, Reedsburg. 
Grover E. Falck, Seymour. 
Louis H. Rivard, Turtle Lake. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
TUESDAY, MARCH 9, 1943 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 

Montgomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Eternal God, our Father, we pray that 
we may love Thy ways with the full force 
of decision and purpose. In all crises let 
it be our settled aim to watch, lest any 
idol have dominion over us. Bestow 
upon us the spirit of devotion which shall 
prove that it is just and good to obey Thy 
laws as taught by our Saviour. 

0 Thou who wert the pilot of the 
Galilean Lake, the fountain of light of all 
our days, enable us to lift the galling 
burdens of grief and pain and hold high 
the torch of faith before the winding 
paths of clamor and strife. As we touch 
life's throng an~ press with its great 

heart and yet with its greater heartache, 
lead us to apply the cooling balm to 
feverish pain and fear. Bless us with the 
spirit of humble service and cause us to 
follow in the ways of a beautiful humility 
and nobility of soul. Dear Lord, we wait 
at the altar; the times are nervously sen­
sitive; we urgently pray that Try serv­
ants may heed Thy word: "Wisdom 
resteth in the heart of him who hath un­
derstanding and the tongue of the wise 
useth knowledge aright." In the name 
of Him who manifested to the world the 
glory of deathless love. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yes­
terday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT 

A message in writing from the Presi­
dent of the United States was communi­
cated to the House by Mr. Miller, one of 
his secretaries, who also informed the 
House that on the following dates the 
President approved and signed a bill and 
a joint resolution of the House of the 
following titles: 

On February 19, 1943: 
H. R. 1446. An act authorizing appropria­

tions for the United States Navy for addi· 
tional ship repair facilities, and for other 
purposes. 

On March 2, 1943: 
H. J. Res. 82. Joint resolution to provide 

urgent deficiencies in certain appropriations 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1943. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re­
marks in the RECORD and to include 
therein a very interesting and timely 
article on lend-lease by Mr. Walter 
Lippmann, which appeared in this morn­
ing's Washington Post. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

LEND-LEASE 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend my 
remarks and include therein an article 
by Maj. Gen. C. M. Wesson. _ 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. · 
[Mr. SNYDER addressed the House. 

His remarks appear 'in the Appendix.] 
BREAD-SLICING BAN 

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad­
dress the House for 1 minute and to re­
vise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. Mr. 

Speaker, when the American housewife 
goes to the grocery today, she can again 
buy sliced bread as she bought it before 
the ban on bakery slicing was imposed 
by Food Distribution Administration 
Order No.1 on January 18.' As you know, 
Food Administrator Wickard rescinded 
the slicing ban yesterday. 

Mr. Wickard deserves credit for acting 
with good Hoosier horse sense in this 
matter, and I want to be among the first 
to congratulate him. I am confident he 
was not responsible for the order in the 
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first place. I doubt if he ever had a 
true picture of the situation which this 
order created until the pressure of pub­
lic protest finally broke through the 
screen of little planners and adminis­
trators who were originally responsible 
for the mistake. 

As the House knows. I have been active 
in the fight which finally corrected this 
bit of bureaucratic bungling. Bakers 
and the operators of restaurants and ho­
tels in my own State came to me in the 
matter when the order first went into 
effect. Since the fight started, the press 
associations, the newspapers, and the 
radio have all cooperated most gener­
ously with me and, as a result, have 
channeled an amazing volume of valu­
able evidence through my hands. 

Housewives by 'the hundreds, bakers, 
paper experts, and packaging engineers 
from all parts of the country actually de­
serve the credit for this victory over 
bureaucracy. The American people doc­
umented this case against a bad piece 
of administration, and my only job has 
been to direct the weight of evidence as 
effectively as possible. 

There is a clear lesson here which 
good administrators know, and which I 
hope the little dictators and political 
sadists will be forced to learn and ob­
serve: The American people will accept 
any sacrifice which they know to be 
necessary in the emergency. They 
definitely will not be conditioned for dic­
tatorship by foolish and needless priva­
tions imposed for no better reason than 
to please little men's vanity and passion 
for administrative law. The sooner we 
can get that lesson across the more sure 
we can be that the many restrictive or­
ders really vital to ·our war effort will 
not be jeopardized by the doubts, sus­
picions, and confusion which the little 
men in government have exhibited such 
a positive genius for creating. 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, will the gen­
tleman yield? 

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. I yield. 
Mr. CASE. I want to congratulate the 

gentleman on the efficiency of his cut­
ting remarks. 

Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. I thank 
the gentleman. 

I hope that heads of other executive 
departments and some of the bureau 
heads will do something about many 
other ridiculous, senseless orders and di­
rectives, so that the people may have 
more confidence in the administration of 
the war effort. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen­
tleman from Inqiana has expired. 

THE FOOD SUPPLY 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend my remarks and in­
clude therein a table which I have pre­
pared from the Department of Agricul­
ture and from the Bureau of the Cen­
sus, showing the percentage of food that 
is produced by each State and its rela­
tion to the population of that State. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
[Mr. MuRRAY of Wisconsin addressed 

the House. His remarks appear in the 
Appendix.] 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. ROWE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan­
imous consent to extend my remarks 
and include a poem by E. 0. Osborne. 

The SPEAKER. Is there .objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MASON. . Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my re­
marks in the RECORD and include therein 
a very heartening and encouraging tele­
gram I have received from farm leaders 
of Boone County, a county in my dis­
trict. 

The SPEAKER. Is there, objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. JENNINGS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my re­
marks in the RECORD in two particulars, 
in the first to include an address on An­
drew Johnson, and in the other to in­
clude a newspaper article on William 
McKinley. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

AUSTRIAN BATTALION 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous· consent to address the House­
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
[Mr. CELLER addressed the House. 

His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. CELLER. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that after the legisla­
tive business on Monday next I may be 
permitted to address the House for 30 
minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks in two particulars, in one to 
include an editorial entitled "An Ameri­
can Charter," and in the other to include 
an editorial entitled "Russia and the 
Peace." 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
GEN. 0. R. GELLETTE 

Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
address the House for 1 minute and to 
revise and extend my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
Mr. ALLEN of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, in these days of war, it is inter­
esting to recite something of the interest 
and activity of one of the few remain­
ing heroes of the Confederacy. I have 
just received a letter from Gen. 0. R. 
Gellette, of Shreveport, La. I believe a 
word about this grand old soldier will 
be inspiring to all of us. He was 97 
years old last September and is hale 
and hearty and takes an active interest 
in public questions and is active in fur­
thering the war effort. He was with 
Stonewall Jackson when he was fatally 
wounded and is the last member of Gen. 
Robert E. Lee's staff. He recently rode 
600 miles to pin the gold bars on his son, 
who was graduating from an officer can­
didate school and .on the train he had 
to stand up 125 miles of the way. 

The patriotism, stamina, and deter­
mination of this man nearly a hundred 
years old ought to spur all of us on to 
greater effort and sacrifice. At that 
great age he is on the job every day. 
This great southern leader is setting· 
a worthy example of devotion to the 
cause of America. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen­
tleman· from Louisiana has expired. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. ANDREWS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and to include 
therein a statement covering our cur­
rent tax situation by a thoughtful con­
stituent. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the Appendix of the RECORD 
and to include therein a supplemental 
list of names of farmers who have writ­
ten me regarding the farm situation. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
BREAD SLICING 

Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my own remarks and to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. HOFFMAN. Mr. Speaker, whether 

this order rescinding the order which 
prevented the slicing of bread in the 
bakeries is due to Mr. Wickard or due 
to the influence of Mr. Brown or Mr. 
Brown's wife- -and they are both people · 
of good sense and good judgment-! do 
not know, but one thing is sure: As this 
campaign for a fourth term develops, 
more and more of these restrictive orders 
are going to be liberalized, at least until 
after the next election in 1944, but in any 
event it is a good sign, and I am sure 
some 10,000,000 housewives will be glad 
to know this order which prohibited the 
slicing of bread at the bal{eries has been 
rescinded. Has the President heard 

. from the housewives? 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. SHAFER. Mr. Speaker, I have two 
requests: First I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my own remarks and to include 
therein an editoriaf. 

I also ask unanimous consent to pro­
ceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
BIRTHDAY OF HON. SOL BLOOM 

Mr. SHAFER. Mr. Speaker, I believe 
the House will be glad to know that to­
day, while our good friend the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BLOOM] is handling 
this very important bill covering lend­
lease, at the same time he is celebrating 
his seventy-third birthday. I want to 
join in congratulating him. 

VETERANS' HOSPITAL FACILITIES 

[Mr. SHAFER addressed the House. 
His remarks appear in the Appendix.] 
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EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. GAVIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani- . 
mous conse~t to extend my own remarks 
and to include therein an editorial ap­
pearing in the Times-Herald of 
March 6. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. McWILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent to. extend -my 
own remarks and to include therein a 
copy of an editorial from the Norwich 
Morning Bulletin of Saturday, February 
27, 1943. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SIKES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani.: 

mous consent to extend my remarks and 
to include therein an editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. VOORHIS of California. Mr. 
Speaker, . I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and. extend my remarks and to 
proceed for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. VOORIDS of California. Mr. 

Speaker, it is one thing for the 0. P. A. 
to fix a ceiling price on industrial com­
modities where the cost of these com­
modities can be definitely determined 
and where their production is handled 
by a few companies. It is quite ·a dif­
ferent thing, where we need maximum 
food production, to fix a ceiling price on· 
farm commodities. For in this case 
there are thousands of producers each 
working under different conditions, cost 
factors, and difficulties. I should. like 
to offer a principle which I think is sound 
for the 0. P. A. to use if ceiling prices 
are to be fixed on farm commodities. 
You cannot fix such prices on the basis 
of a. tight calculation of what the aver­
age cost to the-average farmer is going 
to be; it has got to be a real ceiling price; 
that is, a price high enough to give suf­
ficient leeway so that the small farmer 
can live under it; otherwise the result 
of price control will be to drive some of 
the small producers to the wall and out 
of business. We cannot afford to let ­
this happen. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen­
tleman from California has expired. 
MILITARY AFFAIRS-PERMISSION TO SIT 

DURING SESSION TODAY 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the Committee 
on Military Affairs may sit during the 
session of the House today. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
permission will be granted to this com­
mittee to sit this afternoon only during 
general debate on this bill. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I so modify there­
quest, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ala­
bama? 

There was no objection. 

COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORs­
PERMISSION .TO SIT DURING SESSION 
TODAY 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that the Com­
mittee on Rivers and Harbors may be 
permitted to sit during the afternoon for 
such period only as general ·debate may 
be carried on: 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Speaker, re­
serving the right to object, and I shall . 
not, can the majority leader tell us the. 
balance of the program for the week? 

ORDER OF BUSINESS 

Mr. McCORMACK. Yes; I am glad 
the gentleman from Michigan has made 
this inquiry. 
. On Friday after the disposition of the 

bill raising the debt limit a bill will be 
called up containing an appropriation 
in connection with the recruiting of 
manpower for farms and the distribution 
of farm labor involving I think about 
$26,000,000. It is my intention to per­
mit this bill to be brought up on Friday 
next. 

Mr. MICHENER. · I thank the gentle­
man. 
COMMITTEE ON RIVERS AND HARBORS 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mas­
sachusetts that the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors may sit during the session 
of the House this afternoon only so long 
as general debate on the lend-lease 
bill may continue? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF RE.iVIARKS 

Mr. ANGELL. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my own remarks and include ·an article 
on the appointment of Lyle Watts as 
Chief Forester. 

The SPEA;KER. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GILLIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and to include 
therein an editorial from the March 
issue of the Journal of the American 
Medical Association protesting against 
the transfer of the Meat Inspection 
Division. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
A. A. A. THREATS AND COERCION 

Mr. GILLIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. GILLIE. Mr. Speaker, a few days 

ago I received several letters from 
farmers in my district who are not con­
forming with the A. A. A. program. 
These farmers allege that the triple A 
agents have threatened to close them 
out if they refuse to sign up for the 1943 
program. In speaking of program I do 

• not mean the program for food produc­
tion for the war effort, but some of the 
established programs of the A. A. A. 

Mr. HARNESS of indiana. Mr. Speak­
er, will the gentleman yield? 

-Mr. GILLIE. I yield. 
Mr. HARNESS of Indiana. I should 

like to say to the gentleman and the 
House that I have letters from Wabash 
County farmers saying they, too, have 
been denied farm equipment because 
they are not cooperating with the triple­
A program. I think this action on the 
part of the triple A is reprehensible. .. 

Mr. GILLIE. That is right. The 
samp thin~ is going on in my district. 

I am inserting an exchange of .corre­
spondence between myself and Mr. Fred 
S. Wallace, Chief of the Agricultural Ad­
justment Agency, Department of Agri­
culture, regarding this - situation and 
stating that noncomplying farmers do · 
not have to sign up in order to get re­
pairs or new machinery to carry on their 
work. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen­
tleman from Indiana has expired. 

Mr. GILLIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani­
mous consent to revise and extend my 
own remarks; and to extend my remarks 
and include the letter I referred to. 

The SPEAKER. Without objeCtion it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. WORLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re­
marks in the RECORD and to include a 

.letter written by a close personal friend 
of mine, a constituent, who is now in the 
Navy. This letter shows what the boys 
are thinking, when they are fighting. 
about our present post-war problems. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. WORLEY]? 

There was no objection. 
PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute, to revise and extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD and include a 
couple of short articles from the New 
York Times. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis­
sissippi [Mr. RANKIN]? 

There was no objection. 
[Mr. RANKIN addressed the House. 

His remarks appear in the Appendix. J 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

-Mr. CRAWFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my own re­
marks in the RECORD and to include an 
editorial from the Saturday Evening Post. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the g·entleman from Mich­
igan [Mr. CRAWFORD]? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ZIMMERMAN. Mr. Sp~aker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own re­
marks in the RECORD and to include an 
editorial from the Commercial Appeal. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis­
souri [Mr. ZIMMERMAN] ? 

There was no objection. 
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AMENDMENT TO ORGANIC LAW OF 

PUERTO RICO (H. DOO. NO. 126) 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
the following message from the President 
of the United States, which was read and 
referred to the Committee on Insular 
A:ffairs and ordered to be printed: 

To the Congress of the United States: 
Several months ago the Governor of 

Puerto Rico recommended that the or­
ganic law of Puerto Rico be amended so 
as to permit the people of Puerto Rico to 
elect their own Governor. This recom­
mendation was brought to me by the 
Secretary of the Interior with his ap­
proval. The Governor's suggestion has 
been under consideration since that 
time. 

It has long been the policy of the Gov­
ernment of the United States ·progres­
sively to reinforce the machinery of self­
government in its Territories and island 
possessions. 

Puerto Rico has universal su1frage and 
an elective legislature which considers 
and enacts measures governing its in­
ternal affairs. Laws enacted by its leg­
islature, however, including laws of 
purely local concern, have been subject 
tc- approval or disapproval by Governors 
appointed by the President with the ad­
vice and consent of the Senate of the 
United States. 

In accordance with the general policy 
of this Government, I recommend to the 
Congress that it consider as soon as pos­
sible an amendment of the organic law 
of Puerto Rico to permit the people of 
Puerto Rico to elect their own Governor, 
and to redefine the functions and powers 
of the Federal Government and the gov­
ernment of Puerto Rico, respectively. 

I have appointed a committee com­
posed of an equal number of Puerto 
Ricans and of continental residents to 
advise me concerning changes in the 
organic law. 

The recommendations of this commit­
tee will be promptly submitted to the 
Congress for its consideration. 

FRANKLIN D. RoosEvELT. 
The WHITE HousE, March 9, 1943. 

AMENDING LEND-LEASE AOT 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I wish to 
!P.ake an announcement to the Members 
that on the desk there is an index to the 
testimony of the hearings on the bill 
H. R. 1501. This is something new that 
has never been done before. You will 
:find in this index reference to the page 
of testimony of all of the witnesses who 
appeared for the Government with ref­
erence to the bill that we have under 
consideration, H. R. 1501. I would ad­
vise the Members to get one of these, 
then they will be able to refer to the 
hearings very easily and find out all 
about the testimony. 

Mr. Speaker, I move ·that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill 
<H. R. 1501) to extend for 1 year the 
provisions of an act to promote the de­
fense of the United States, approved 
March 11, 1941. 

:The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further 
consideration of the bill H. R. 1501, with 
Mr. GoRE in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
. Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 10 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, the statement attrib­
uted yesterday to Admiral Standley, our 
Ambassador to Russia, to my mind is a 
very unfortunate one, if he made it. If 
he made the statement and it is cor­
rectly reported in the papers, the facts 
do not bear it out. The facts are that 
no one in the executive branch of the 
Government knew anything about the 
statement Ambassador Standley made. 
I am informed that they were not con­
. suited in any way. It was a great sur-
prise to them, and I guess it was to all of 

- us, that this statement should be chroni­
cled in the papers over here. 

Mr. MICHENER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLOOM. I yield to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. MICHENER. Does the gentleman 
in the remarks he is now making speak 
with authority for the executive depart­
ments and for the administration in ref­
erence to this very vital foreign affairs 
matter? 

Mr. BLOOM. The information I am 
about to give to the committee at this 
time is information I received from the 
departments from which such informa­
tion would come. I did cousult with the 
State Department this morning and 
asked them if they knew anything about 
this statement. They said "No." So 
I am not representing the State Depart­
ment. Although this is my birthday, I 
think I am still chairman of the Com­
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the House 
of Representatives, and I speak just in 
that capacity. I would prefer to make 
my statement, and then if there are any 
questions to be asked I would be very 
glad to answer them. 

Mr. MICHENER. The real thing I am 
interested in is whether or not the chair­
man of the Committee on Foreign Af­
fairs, the distinguished Member from 
New York [Mr. BLOOM], even though it is 
his birthday, is speaking for the admin­
istration. This is important because his 
words as chairman of the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs uttered in the debate on 
this vital foreign affairs legislation will 
be carried not only throughout the 
length and breadth of this country but 
throughout the world. 

Mr. BLOOM. I hope they will be. I 
will stand on anything I say on this fioor. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLOOM. I yield to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman 
from Michigan has asked a very perti­
nent and proper question, and I think it 
deals with a matter that should be clearly 
understood. In order to clarify the situ­
ation, as I understand, the gentleman 
has made his own investigation and the 
remarks he is now about to make are his 
own personal remarks? 

Mr. BLOOM. Yes. 

Mr. McCORMACK. The gentleman 
is not expressing the views of the State 
Department or the administration but is 
stating his own personal views? 

Mr. BLOOM. Yes. 
Mr. MICHENER. That answers my 

question . . 
Mr. BLOOM. The Russian press has 

told the people of Russia something 
about the lend-lease aid supplied toRus­
sia by the United Kingdom and the 
United States. Thus, for example, the 
New York Times, on January 24, 1943, 
reported that Pravda, one of the leading 
newspapers of the Soviet Union, con­
tained a news item about the planes, 
tanks, motor vehicles, and so forth, sup­
plied to the Soviet by the British and 
ourselves . 

The people of Russia, seeing and using 
a great multitude of United States and 
British lend-lease supplies, must, of ne­
cessity, know of the lend-lease aid which 
has been supplied to Russia. 

On this point, I think that it is of in­
terest to note a recent news story by 
Henry Cassidy, who was head of the As­
sociated Press Bureau in Moscow. This 
report by Mr. Cassidy clearly indicates 
that the people of Soviet Russia not only 
know of but appreciate the supplies 
which have been sent to them under 
lend-lease. The full report of Mr. Cas­
sidy's article which appeared in the New 
York Times of March 6 indicates that the 
people of Russia know a good deal about 
the lend-lease aid which is getting to 
them. Mr. Cassidy also had a piec-e in 
the February 28, 1943, issue of the Wash­
ington Star which points up substantially 
the same facts about the knowledge of 
the Russian people on lend-lease aid. 

The Russian newspapers generally re­
port in full the speeches of the Presi­
dent and of Prime Minister Churchill. 
Many of these speeches refer to the lend­
lease aid to the Soviet Union. 

Up to March 1, 1943, the United States 
had sent 3,250,000 tons of lend-lease sup­
plies to Russia. These supplies covered 
such a great variety of items of such dis­
tinctly American type that the Soviet 
soldiers and people know they are com­
ing from this country. We have sent to 
Russia more than 2,600 airplanes; more 
than 3,000 tanks; more than 130,000 sub­
machine guns; about 90,000 jeeps, ar­
mored cars and other military vehi­
cles; hundreds of ;housands of field tele­
phones; thousands of miles of field 
telephone wire and 580,000 tons of steel 
and steel products. 

We have also sent them American 
motor~ycles, gas-driven generators 
chemicals and chemical products, Army 
boots and sole leather, and other indus­
trial products. 

Large quantities of American food 
have been sent to Russia. Much of it 
indicates in various ways to the Soviet 
Army and people that this food has come 
from this country. 

May I say at this point that the Amer­
ican food that is sent to Russia bears 
wherever possible, a picture of the Amer~ 
ican flag on each individual package and 
it is natural to suppose that the soldiers 
and the other people at the front who 
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get these packages know where they 
come from. 

There can be little doubt that in many 
different ways the soldiers and people 
of the Soviet Union know a good deal 
about the lend-lease supplies which have 
been made available to them. · 

Mr. Chairman, the following article by 
Henry C. Cassidy appeared in the New 
York Times on March 6, 1943: 

SOVIET OFFENSIVE Is SPEEDED BY BIG 
AMERICAN SUPPLIES 

(By Henry C. Cassidy) 
The United States, despite all Adolf Hitler 

can do to stop it, is ·definitely delivering the 
goods to the Soviet Union. After riding in 
American trucks and jeeps, seeing American 
bombers anti fighters , eating American sugar 
and lard in remote corner-s of Russia, one 
cannot doubt that a large part of the supplies 
we promised the Red army is reaching its 
destination. 

I cannot cite figures. The only ones made 
known in Moscow are those announced from 
Washington or London. But I can tell you 
the impression of one who has been in Russia 
throughout the war. 

It is that the answer is "Yes" to the ques­
tions: Are American goods reaching the So­
viet Union? Are the Russians satisfied with 
our supplies? 

Herr Hitler, early In the war, boasted that 
the United Nations' only supply lines to the 
Soviet Union were across the Arctic or along 
the Equator. Since then he has certainly 
been surprised by the way those very lines 
have been made effective. 

Our most conspicuous contribution to the 
Soviet war effort is in vehicles. On the main 
streets of Moscow, on the roads of provincial 
towns, on the dirt tracks of the countryside, 
American trucks are a common sight. Jeeps 
scuttle everywhere, from the paved highways 
of the rear to the rough fields of the front. 

A year ago they were rare sights, which 
caused onlookers to stop and admire them. 
Now they are no longer a novelty. 

The trucks are used for road transport on 
which the Red army depends largely for its 
supplies. The jeeps are used as staff cars to 
carry officers on their missions. Both have 
been employed extensively in the Russian 
winter offensive. 

Some trucks have suffered broken axles on 
trackless terrain, boiled over in summer, 
frozen in winter; some jeep motors have 
become clogged with mud; but, generally, men 
who drive the machines have told me their 
performance has been splendid. 

The Russians are good, resourceful me­
chanics. Machines get rough treatment in 
that rigorous climate. But with a minimum 
of tools and spare parts the drivers keep 
them running. 

Pavel Ivanovich Diakoff, an average Russian 
chauffeur who drives a light American sedan 
for the Associated Press, had to park his car 
out of doors in Kuibyshev all last winter, in 
40-below-zero temperatures, and several feet 
of snow. But each morning, when the tele­
grams were ready to go, so was the car. 

American tanks are assembled deep in the 
rear and sent direc'tly to the front. The first 
M-3 models, with a riveted frame and fixed 
cannon, proved less effective than the welded 
types and mobile turret, but since then more 
modern machines have been delivered. 

The Russians still prefer their heavy Kv, 
medium T-34, and light T-60 tanks for major 
combat. They used these principally in their 
southern otiensives this winter, but American 
and British tanks are doing service on other 
fronts. 

UNITED STATES PLANES ON FRONTS 

American fighters, the Tomahawk, Kitty­
hawk, and Airacobra, are defending some of 

the most important points of the Soviet 
Union, including Moscow, Leningrad and Mur­
mansk. Crack pilots, many of them wearers of 
the highest decoration, Hero of the Soviet 
Union, are flying them. Unanimously, they 
like them. 

I have seen these at airports outside 
Moscow. They have had little to do there re­
cently, for the Germans have not raided the 
capital since last April 5, that, in itself, is a 
strong recommendation of their efficiency. 

American attack bombers have not been 
on public display, but they are reliably re­
ported to have been used effectively during 
the defense of Stalingrad and the Red army 
counter-offensive. 

It may be a prod to American pride to note 
that the Russians believe they have fighters, 
as well as tanks, superior to anything we· 
have delivered to the Soviet Union. A foreign 
pilot, who has flown American, British, and · 
Soviet planes and who is now fighting on the 
Russian front, told me he agreed the Red air 
force Yak was better than anything else he 
had handled. 

I have come across numerous other items 
of American supplies: Field telephones with 
a Cossack unit, woolen blankets in a military 
hospital, granulated sugar in a Red army 
mess, lard on the shelves of a Moscow store, 
all of it being given goo!i use. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLOOM. I yield to the gentle­
man from Texas. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I agree 
with what the chairman of our commit­
tee has said. Ambassadors, like Con­
gressmen, sometimes talk out of turn and 
talk too much. 

In addition to what the gentleman has 
said with reference to Pravda being one 
of the leading newspapers of Russia, 
may I say that I understand it is the 
official organ of the Soviet Republic. 

Mr. BLOOM. I believe it is, yes. 
Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. On the 

23d of January Pravda carried a report 
quoting from :figures given by Mr. Stet­
tinius as to the aid given to Russia and 
others of our allies. 

Mr. BLOOM. Yes; that is very true. 
After Mr. Stettiniu .. , the Lend-Lease Ad­
ministrator, issued his statement on 
lend-lease aid to Russia, Pravda, a Rus­
sian newspaper, the largest newspaper 
over there-! will not say it is an official 
newspaper because it may not be that­
published the complete statement of Mr. 
Stettinius. We have evidence of that 
over here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 2 additional minutes. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLOOM. I yield to the gentleman 
from New Jersey. 

Mr. EATON. The statement of our 
Ambassadcr to Russb gave corre~tly the 
facts as to the amount and kind of help 
we have been sending to Russia? 

Mr. BLOOM. We do not know just 
what Ambassador Standley did say. We 
know he is supposed to have made that 
statement, but we have not had any 
official report from Moscow to the State 
Department that the Ambassador made 
the remarks that have been reported in 
the press. 

Mr. EATON. The list printed in the 
newspapers and attributed to him is a 
correct list? 

Mr. BLOOM. We do not know just 
what he did say. 

Mr. EATON. The only question is as 
to the propriety of our Ambassador mak­
ing the further statement that the peo­
ple of Russia were not acquainted with 
the facts regarding ·the help being ex­
tended? 

Mr. BLOOM. If he did make the 
statement, it is very .unfortunate. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLOOM. I yield to the gentle­
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Whatever weap­
ons of war we are sending to any coun­
tries united with us · are to help defeat 
the common enemy? 

Mr. BLOOM. That is correct. 
Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. BLOOM. Yes. 
Mr. WILSON. I wonder if the figures 

the gentleman has given us in regard 
to the aid sent to Russia are figures of 
the amount actually received by Mr. 
Stalin, or by Russia, or are they figures 
of the amount we have shipped from 
our ports. Mr. Stalin said that he has 
not received any. 

Mr. BLOOM. Oh, there is no question 
about that-he did not say that. 

Mr. WILSON. I mean that our Am­
bassador said that. 

Mr. BLOOM. Oh, I do not know what 
the Ambassador said. 

Mr. FISH. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. BLOOM. Yes. 
Mr. FISH. It seems to me to be very 

clear that the Ambassador is reported as 
having said that the Russian newspa­
pers-the Ru-ssian press-had suppressed 
the information that we had given this 
vast amount of aid-lend-lease aid-to 
Russia. That is what the Ambassador is 
reported to have said. 

Mr. BLOOM. I did not read the word 
"suppressed." 

Mr. FISH. That is the word that he 
used. It was "suppressed." That was 
carried by all of the newspapers. Does 
the gentleman want to repudiate our 
Ambassador? 

Mr. BLOOM. Oh, no. The gentleman 
from New York surely does not want to 
put any words like that into my mouth. 
I said it is a very unfortunate thing. We 
do not know what he said, or whether he 
said anything. We have no official re­
port except what the press said. If he 
did say it, it is an unfortunate statement 
for our Ambassador to make because the 
facts do not warrant such a statement. 

Mr. FISH. If Amba:...sador Standley 
stated the truth, we want to know about 
it, do we not? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has again 
expired. 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman take another minute? 

Mr. BLOOM. Yes. I yield myself an­
other minute. 
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Mr. CASE. 'Fhe thing, that amazes me 

about the whole incident is that appar­
ently some people in this country can tell 
more about what the Russian Govern­
ment is undertaking to tell its people 
than Ambassador Standley can, who is 
on the ground, and· it seems to me that 
in the interest of the facts, it would be 
well to restrain all comment, until we 
have a report from Admiral Standley and 
the Government, of what he said~ 

Mr. BLOOM. I think that is· correct. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

gentleman from New York has again ex­
pired. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Chairman, WiU the 
gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. BLOOM. My time is exhausted. 
Mr. RANKIN. Will the gentleman 

from New Jersey give me 1 minute? 
Mr. EATON. Time is very precious, 

and I hope the gentleman will control 
himself for a while·. 

The CHAIRMAN. For ·what purpose 
does the gentleman from New Jersey 
rise? 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman-, l yield 20 
minutes to the distinguished gentleman 
from New York [Mn. WADSWORTH]. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, 
I hope I shall not disappoint any of my 
colleagues in the House when I say that 
I do not . care to discuss the Standley 
statement. I know nothing about it, al­
though I am very anxious to know about 
it. However, for the moment I think it 
wise that we do not add any fuel to a 
potential fire. 

Mr. Chairman, this bill was debated· 
very comprehensively yesterday. The 
purpose of the act was made plain, and 
to a very large degree the methods· of 
its operation were explained. I doubt 
very much if I can. add nwch to what 
has been said. Perhaps you win bear 
with me if I try to fill in a few of the 
chinks, as it were, which may involve- my 
hopping about from one point of the 
earth's surface to another, endeav.oring 
to complete the painting of a picture 
which was. so nearly painted yester.da.y. 
Before I do that- let me make anotfier 
preliminary announcement. That is, I 
do not care what a man thought about 
this bill back in 1941, not one little bit. 
Some may have disagreed with me at 
that time, and I may lmve diSRgreed 
with them. The important thing is to 
know what we feel about it now; and that 
is all there is to it. So I am not going 
to torture that subject. As to the- oper­
ation nf lend-lease, I dislike· that name,_ 
I wish it were called "war· aid," because­
lend-lease is not an adequate deseription 
of what ·we are doing, 

Mr. VORYS of Ohi'o. Mr. Chairman, 
Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 
Mr. VORYS of Ohio. I heard a sug­

gestion overnight that struck me as very 
good, and that is to call it mutual war 
aid. 

Mr. W ADSW0RTH\ Good enough, 
Excellent. Let us cast our eyes foP a few 
moments toward Great Britain. Two 
years ago, as you all know~ Gl'eat Britain 
was terribly hard put to it. She had.suf­
fered the Dunkerque disaster, in. wbi.ch. 
she lost practically all of her modern 

equipment, such as, it was, and it tumed 
out that it reall-y was not modern at that. 
She was in desperate- straits. She had 
to struggle hard to get back on her feet, 
faced with the possibility and, indeed~ 
to the average Britisher, the probability 
of invasion at any moment. 

She had to start from the ground up, 
so to speak, in the production of modern 
equipment for war. Fortunately for 
herself she possessed in the R. A. F. an 
amazingly efficient instrument, small 
though it was; and perhaps history will 
relate, and I think it will, that the R. A. F. 
had m~re to do with repelling invasion 
or · disceuragin.g the enemy from at­
tempting it than all of the other ele­
ments in Great Britain and the British 
Empire together. So that starting from 
that point and continuing for some­
thing like 2 years, the amount of aid 
which we have given to Great Britatin 
under this act has been very important. 
Up. to December 31 last it amounted in 
round figure&, measured at dollar value, 
to $4,000,000,000. Most of it consisted 
of tanks, airplanes, spare parts for 
both, machine tools, ammunition-heavy 
still». N,at all of it. was sent to Great 
Britain. A considerable portion was 
sent clear around the Cape of Good Hope 
to the Red Sea and landed in Egypt in 
a desperate attempt to strengthen the 
British defense against the then con­
quering Rommel. A terrific decision 
had to· be made at that time by the joint 
chiefs of staff, a decision as to whether 
or not Great Britain, with the help of 
such weapons as we could send-we were 
not at the time able to· send much per­
sonnel-should attempt to defend the 
Middle East. If she could· not do it, then 
our war would obviously be lengthened 
Lord knows how long. But the decision 
was made and we sent tanks-Grants, 
Shermans; and Stuarts-as fast as we 
could, around the Cape of Good Hope-a 
long, long voyage. We sent some repair 
crews and repair machinery; genetally 
speaking, the weapons themselves were 
mann-ed by the British-and New Zealand 
and Australian troops in the actual 
battles. 

What the military historian will say 
about it in the future I am not ce:vtain, 
but I think it fair to approach the con­
clusion, at least, that our contribution of 
these weapons was an important element 
in enabling the British to defeat Rom­
mel. Those weapons also included air­
planes, light bombers, and P-40's and 
Aircobras. I think we are entitled to ap­
proach the conclusion that those weap­
ons placed in the hands of the British 
fighting men, contributed to the saving 
of the Middle East and the ultimate de-· 
feat of Rommel, although most of the 
equipment used in Montgomery's army 
was British. 

Great Britain in the meantime has 
been built up, by the efforts of the British 
people. and ourselves, into the greatest 
military base of all time. Never has 
there been anything like it. We are 
sending mare and mare troops of all cat­
egories. Airports dot the islands. I have 
been told that in some places in Great 
Britain you can scarcely drive· 5 miles 
without encountering an airport. The 

contllibuti{)ns which we are making now 
under this act to Great Britain, and 
which we· shall continue· to make, will 
be' less of the heavy material-tanks, 
trucks, machiFle tools, steel·, and things 
of that sort, because, with our -help, the 
British prodactiDn has come up to the 
point: where it balances the- available 
British man'Power, which incidentally, I 
may say at thiS' point, has been wonder­
fully distributed-distributed in orderly 
and systematic fashion. We shall con­
tinue to send food. It might be inter­
esting to you to know that before the 
war the, British people were accustomed 
to raise about 40 percent of their food on 
the- islan.d, but, since the war, again by 
orderly- and' systematic distribution of 
manpower, Great Britain has increased 
her tiHa:b!e- a-creage from 12,000,000 acres 
to 18,000,000 acreS' and i's now producing 
60. percent of her own food supply. We 
are cont;ibuting 10 percent under this 
act. There is a total o1 70 percent. The 
remainmg 30 p.e:rrcent comes largely from 
Canada, other British dominions, and 
South America. · 

I may remind you that Canada, as an 
outright gift to Great Britain, contrib­
uted a billion dollars' worth of supplies, 
mostly food. There is a bill now pend­
ing in the Canadian Parliament which 
if passed, and in all probability it will 
pass, appropriates an additional billion 
dollars as an outright gift. It is their 
type of so-called lend-lease. They do 
not denominate it by that term. So, ap­
parently the food problem has been 
pretty well solved, although we know 
that those people are reduced to a very 
severe ration. 

Now, reverting again to the airports. 
Ordinarily lend-lease has not engaged in 
the building of airports anywhere, but 
there are certain very few exceptions. 
It was found wise at the beginning of 
these eperations or shortly after its be­
ginning, to build certain airports with 
lend-lease f.unds as. a part of the nec­
essary military defense of certain naval 
stations. One of them is in northern 
Ireland, a naval station used by our 
vessels and our naval convoy vessels, as 
well as the British; a couple, as I under­
stand it, at similar places· in Scotland. 
None of those two or three airports have 
any conveniences for civilian flying, and 
they are not expected to be of any com­
mercial: use when the wa1' is over. They 
are meant to be a part of the defense of 
those navaJJ stations. All other airports 
in Britain are &uilt by the British them­
selves. The ports that our Army Air 
Corps use are all built by British under 
reverse lend-lease. The land is acquired 
either by purchase or rental, the land is 
leveled elf by British labor, the runways 
built, the. hangars, the :repair :.:hops, the 
quartel's for troops are erected at British 
expense. Officers <:Iuarters are found on 
the· post or in private dwellings nearby 
at no exp.ense to the officers in the way 
of rental. 

Those. airports, as well as other can­
tonments built by the British, in which 
our troops. a.re housed, are also serviced 
by them. By that I mean they are 
equipped with adequate water supply, 
with sewage disposal, with telephone and 
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'telegraph service, free of charge-as well 
as electric power and light. My recol­
lection for example, is that in order to let 
our people get to work quicker and or­
ganize our expeditionary forces which 
eventually must leave Great Britain for 
fields of battle-and some of them have 
already left for north Africa-13 hotels 
were turned over for the headquarters of 
our commands or quarters of the officers, 
I assume, and for other purposes, free 
of charge, serviced completely. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. VoRYS] 
yesterday did his best to estimate the 
value of the articles and the construc­
tion paid for by the British and used by 
our people in Great Britain. I think he 
made a pretty close estimate-fairly 
close. It is almost impossible to get it 
exactly. We have asked Mr. Stettinius 
for it. One of the troubles is that the 
item of service is exceedingly difficult to 
keep track of, such as how many tele­
grams are sent, how many telephone calls 
and how many telegraph messages are 
put through, how much free railroad 
transportation for all American military 
personnel traveling on duty. It is ex­
tremely hard to keep up with that. We 
are informed, however, that the British 
Government is keeping tab, as best it 
can, on the quantity of articles turned 
over and the quantity of construction 
achieved, and as best it can the value, 
if the value can even be arrived at, of 
the services furnished. The construc­
tion item is pretty well known, and tl:e 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. VORYS], I 
think, stated yesterday that the British 
have expended on construction for our 
troops five-hundred-and-sixty-million­
odd dollars. Then, of course, in addi­
tion to that, there are certain items of 
food that are recited in our report, of 
transportation, and of the services to 
which I have referred, which would have 
to be calculated at a later date, because 
the thing is running along so fast that 
it is almost impossible for either the 
American officers or British officers · to 
keep track of and render a real account. 

I think I am not violating any confi­
dence when I say that the Administrator 
of this act tells me that in accordance 
with their best calculations and their 
intimate cooperation with the British, 
that the British contribution to us under 
lend-lease is now crowding $1,000,000,000 
in value, as contrasted with the $4,000,-
000,000 that we have extended to them. 
That contribution from the British is 
apt to grow as the number of troops in 
Great Britain grows, and our contribu­
tion of heavy articles, such as tanks and . 
machine tools, is apt to decrease as .time 
goes on. Whether British contribution 
will ever become as great as ours is a 
great question; probably it will not in 
Great Britain alone, but I thought you 
would not mind my giving you that pic­
ture of the situation. 

I think I ought to emphasize this: This 
act has a military objective, not · jUst 
relief; military considerations come first 
in itf administration. Every bit of mili­
tary supply that goes out as a result of 
this act to our allies is approved by mili­
tary authorities of the United States. 

The decisions reached by the Munitions 
Assignment Board and by the joint 
Chiefs of Staff have been reached with 
unanimity because apparently they think 
alike concerning the military necessities 
the world over. 

For example, there was no hesitation 
in reaching a decision to send those tanks 
to Egypt to help save the Middle East, 
and there was no objection whatsoever 
by our military people when the British 
said to us: "Why do you ship field artil­
lery guns across the Atlantic to England 
and so use American ship tonnage 'fhen 
we have field artillery guns just as ood 
r ight here, guns which your men can 
use?" Our combat divisions now operat­
ing in north Africa-that is those which 
sailed from England-are armed with 
British 25-pounders which were turned 
over to us for use. It is just an example 
of what I regard as perfect cooperation. 
Listening to Mr. Stettinius and the other 
witnesses I got the impression-and I 
think the members of the Foreign Affairs 
Committee got the impression-that this 
was the first time in history, at least in 
written history, where allies seemed to be 
getting along together. I can remember 
the horrible quarrels between the Allies 
in World War No. 1, the quarrels in 
London between the Americans and the 
British, and the quarrels in France be­
tween the Americans, the French, and 
the British-terrible uproars because we 
had not evolved in that war a scheme by 
which it was understood from the be­
ginning that each fellow would put in all 
he could put in. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman 20 additional minutes. 

Mr. O'HARA. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield. 
Mr. O'HARA. It is not clear to me 

whether this board on which Allied 
officers sit has any part in the determina­
tion for instance of what supplies we shall 
send to our men in the Pacific. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. In the broader 
sense, yes; because it is one great war, 
but our military people are in control 
absolutely of what we do with our own 
weapons. If they reach the conclusion 
that we should send a weapon to one of 
our allies who is on the spot and can use 
it, that it will not hurt the prospects of 
an American effort in another area, that 
weapon goes to that ally. Men like 
General Marshall and his ilk in the last 
analysis make those decisions. Mr. Stet­
tinius, if I may use this expression, obeys 
orders. 

Now we will go to north Africa and 
look into that situation. As you prob­
ably know, Algeria and Morocco are po­
tentially great food-producing areas. It . 
so happens I .have traveled in them 
somewhat, and as a result of it, I can 
say to my friends in the Middle West, 
that never have I seen more lovely farms 
than I saw on the Algerian coastal plains 
and in some cif the valleys in the moun­
tains; but for 2 years the German and 
Italian armistice commissions . have 
squeezed that whole regioil dry. They not 

only took away from all that was left of 
the French . Army, 150,000 men, all its 
modern equipment, but they took away 
from the civilian population nearly all 
the food under the pretense of sending 
it to France, but when it got to Mar­
seilles it went from Marseilles to Ger­
many with the result that in north 
Africa there is a very serious shortage 
of food amongst the native population. 

Now, who decides as to what lend­
lease shall do in helping that expedi­
tionary force in north Africa? The 
man's name is Eisenhower; he com­
mands the entire expedition, British, 
American, and French. He and his staff 
decide what lend-lease can do to help 
him drive the Germans out of Africa. He 
may need help which at first blush does 
not seem to resemble anything in the 
military line, but when Eisenhower has 
to calculate all the possibilities in that 
situation and take into his calculation 
the condition of the native population 
which for our own advantage must be 
kept in a contented state lest there be 
food riots or sabotage, General Eisen­
hower might very well say to lend-lease: 
"In addition to other supplies send some 
food, send some candy, if you please:• 
Candy was sent. Some very interesting 
testimony came before us. There hap­
pened to be some spare space in one or 
two of the ships that took our expedi­
tion from the United States to north 
Africa and on the recommendation of 
the high command in north Africa, or 
the high command which was on its way 
to north Africa at the time, that spare 
space was filled with funny little sup­
plies for civilians. I believe you will find 
it to be a fact that when our troops 
waded ashore through the surf on some 
of those beaches and ran into a lot of 
Arabs they gave them a piece of candy 
and said, "Come on, boys, help us unload. 
this surfboat," and they did it. 

Little things like that have a military 
objective, although some people might 
ask, "Why candy?" It was a tiny little 
thing and I should not spend so much 
time referring to it, but it is typical of 
some of the things that must be done 
when you are fighting a war of this kind. 
In any event, nothing is sent by lend­
lease to north Africa except on the re­
quest of General Eisenhower, and his re­
quest, of course, is reviewed by the Joint 
Assignment Board here in Washington 
to see, first, if the goods are available. 
If they are available they go; Eisenhower 
gets them and uses them primarily to 
drive the Germans out of north Africa. 

Let us hop down to the southwest Pa­
cific and take a look at New Zealand. 
My best recollection is that New Zealand 
contains about 2,000,000 people. It is an 
agricultural country. Our report con­
tains a statement as to the amount of 
food which New Zealand turned over free 
of charge to our military personnel, the 
Army, Navy, and Marine Corps. It is 
rather amazing, If they keep it up at 
this rate and we ever strike a dollar bal­
ance, we may owe New Zealand rather 
than New Zealand owing us. Their out­
put is largely dairy products, mutton. 
and beef. 
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Since 1939: they hav.e. at their own ex;.. 
pens.e built: 6 aiiTpor.ts. anc:l enlarged 12 
others far militrory use ll Saw' a; di.spa.tctt 
in the pr.ess. some. days ago. to. the emect. 
that New Zealand had built 103 airports 
in her own 2 l.ib:tla islands_ and was 
g-oing to charge that up to USl 'Fh:e.state~-­
ment. was made that such a n:umbel! of 
airports. was- absurd and that they were­
building up a large bill against the Um.itect. 
States. We fiml that tJhese lOS., ai.r.].ll.ox.ts 
existed in New Zealand before Septembel: 
1939, and that probably the overwhelm­
ing majority of the· others were small 
emergency landing fields. 

New Zealand has built quarters and' 
storage houses. What thew total ex­
penditures have been· so far :E do1 n'Ot 
lG."lOW. 

Now, we will cross· a stretch of sea an'd 
go over to Australia. Here is a di8patch 
from Canberra, the cap:iltal o:fi Australia, 
announcing the intention of the Austral­
ian Government under the lend-lease 
program. It was announ'«ed by the 
Prime Minister, John A. Beasley-, on 
March 3 that Australia had accepted the­
responsibility of feeding United States 
forces in that country and throughout 
the south and southwest areas, and he 
stated further he had authorized the 
purchase of $64,000,000 worth of: pro-­
visions. 

He declared the armed forces; in the­
southwest Pacific, which includes'· the 
troops in the Solomens, New Guinea, an:d 
other islands, had foad reserves to meet 
any war situation. 

This article further states·: 
Australia will sp.end $22:0,000,000. during 

the current financial year und-er a lease­
lei!d arrangement to matnta1n United States· 
forces, J. B. Chifiey, Finance Minister, told. 
Parliament. 

He said that up to January 1, $110,180,000 
bad been spent in the Australian program of' 
providing airdromes1 camp and hospital a<r-­
commodations, vatiGne, repairSJ ton a1ncraft,, 
sh~ps, and vehicles,, general! suppH.es-, se-apoTt 
services, and rail, air, and sea transpOJ::tation· .. 

They have spent already $1IO·,OOO,QOlJ, 
they propose to spend: $-22U,,ooo,oo·o,­
which makes a total of $330',000,00'0-
this from a country with only 7,000',000: 
people, about the populatien of the city 
of New York. 

In talking with Mr. Stetilinius he ven­
tured the sugges-tion that perh9JPS if we. 
ever struck a dollar batlance oetwe-en.our­
selves and Australfa we mfg&t ev:entuany· 
be owing them meney· instead of their 
owing us. I may oe talking out of: turn.. 
and perhaps not all ef you will ag·ree 
with me, but I am not eoneerned about. 
striking a balance on. any; ot these-things. 
We are all in this. fight to-g:etheli. You 
can see by this that AUstraliro and New 
Zealand are giving everything they can. 
to help win this war and we are- giving. 
everything we can and we are going, to 
give more. Than is the wr..y this thing, 
is working. Of course·, our cont:nibution 
measured in Eiol1'ars is· going to be _larger,. 
a great deal larger perhaps, than· our 
total receipts. 

Reference has been made to our con­
tribution to RussiaJ. The Britis]aJ con­
tributed also. We sent 3,00.0 pl:anes and 
2,500 tanks. During the months of De.­
eember 1942 and January 1943 not a 

transpo~t w.as lost. between. here-. am! 
Mmunansk. We a:re getting the' gcrods 
to them~ We may lose s:«DJ:D.e: cargo shlilJs. 
am.Gt tra;napattts. :D do: mt mean trQ. saq­
that t~ subma:nine: menace. is: not seri-· 
ous, because it is, but we ane getiting the. 
goodS' to them. We Me sen®ng. mo~:e 
food to Russia; than we are to Gl"eat. 
Brritairu and, according. to Mr. Stettinius:, 
nearly all of it goes to the Russian Army, 
not tc the· Russian civilian population•. 
I suspect it did th:at Arm-y some good,, 
and, if it did, ] am glad. lit put out of 
busiis an awful lot o:ll OeiTma.ns. 

0 t Bvitain, 1 think, sent somethib:g; 
like· , 00· planes and about 2-,000 tanks in 
the same kind ef partnership agreement 
So· by cont11ast with our previous expe­
riences· dating back. many, many, decades,. 
I think we as an ally. engaged in a war 
being waged to sa;ve ultimatelY our own 
liberty are forta'=late under this act.- and 
I think our allies are-likewtse fontunate-. 

Mr. RlZLEY. Will the gentleman_ 
yield? 

Mr .. W•ADSW0RTH. E yield to the 
gentleman from Oklahoma. 

Mr. RIZLEY. In the- beginning of tlhe 
gentleman's· statement fie mentioned• the­
amount a1i money thus far a:pp:ttopriated 
in dollars and cents that we hnve- fur­
nisaed Gneat Britain; $4,000,000,000, I 
believe it wa&. 

Mr. W ADS.WORTH. It is $~95:0,000,-
0.00~ t called it in nound figures $4,000,-
000,000. 

Mr ~ RIZLEY. Could the gentleman· 
put ila the REC::ORD; the amount that we· 
furnished to all of our allies. in lend­
lease :funds?· 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I cannot itemize 
it at this. time., but the testimony, as· I 
understand it and as. I reeollect-and 
s.Gme· member ef the· FoTeign A:ffiail"s 
Committee will correct me if I am 
wrong-is to the effect that we have 
spent something. like nine or t.en billion 
dollars, $4,000~000,00(}, o1l which has gone 
to Great Britain and te some-of her out~ 
lying areas. 

Mr. RIZLEY. Tille gentleman: will 
corr.eet me- if I am wrong about this. 
A.s L recall, we have a]i)propriated thus. 
faF for lend-lease• aboutl. $66,000,600;000,. 
either directly, on indirectly. 

Mr. W.AE>&WOBTH. We have not ap­
p:ttor:>riated that; sum. My understanding_ 
is it aas been authol!ized~ 

Mr. RIZLEY. Authovized' and apprn­
priated•? 

Mr. WADS.W<DRTH. No.; the tatal 
sum1 authorized I think is appro!Kfmateiy 
$.70,000;000,000\, but lllP to January 1 olU'· 
actual expenditures wer~ in the neigh­
borhood of $10,000,000,000. They alfe ex­
pected to be larger during this com1l:lg 
year, but nat to reach $66,0Q.O,OOO,OOO~ 

Mn. BLOOM. If the gentleman will 
yield,_ I ean gj,ve the exact figures. 

Mr. WAIDSWORTH. I am very glad. 
to yield for that purpose. 

Mli. BLOOM._ 'li'he a.ppropriaJ11ions_ 
made. di.J:ect to lend-lease UJ.ll.. to date are 
$18",397 ,00:0,0.00 
Mr~ WADSWOEi'EH. That is actual 

a.pplloprtations ... 
Mr. BLOOM. That is the· appropria­

tions. 'IDle: aUoeationa as of .ranuary 1, 
1943, are $16,675,853,000. The obliga-

tinn-s- as et Jammrsr 1, 19.43, are $13',l!9-41,-
98Z,O.OO. The expenditures a,s, ofl J-anuar~ 
1. 1:943,. a-r.~ $9,(1131,668,0<l0: So the gern­
Uemau. is pretty- close in' lhis. estJimate 

MT. M1!J1Sl'Illt. Mm. Chairman, will! the 
gentleman y,ieltt'l 

Mr:. WAIDS-WORTH. l yteld to the 
g,entrleman from- South Dakota. 

Mr. M.UND'r... l think the· aest source 
o:fi inf.Ormati<ln! in response to the ques­
tion askedl b~ the· gentleman from <Dkla­
homa is the report of January 25 of this 
year by the l.end-Lease AdministFatar, 
Mzr. Stlettinius. Om pag.e 64 of that ne..­
port he- setS:J forth precisely. the amount 
o~ mon.ey that has- b'een appropriated or 
spent. 

Lerrd.-lease- aJi>propviations t;o· the Pres­
ident--that is an appropriation-are 
$18,4-10,000,000~ 

Transfers authoFized from othe:: ap­
prol)riations, which also have been ap .. 
propriated, ot course, or they could not 
be transferred, $35\97-Q,OOO,OOO-· 

Value ef ship&waieh may be. leased\ and 
ships built from: earlier appropriations-, 
approximatel:y: $8,000,000,000. 

This- represents a totai thatJ has been• 
appropriated so• far under lend-lease. eil 
a. little over $63,00(),000•,000. That is ac-· 
tually appropriated. 

Mr. RIZLEY. That is the point on 
whiea I am not clear. Do D cornectly 
understand 1ihat we. have approplliate~ 
a·cco11ding to' the- statement there,_ includ­
ing these. transfers; about $63,000,00.0,000 
up to date for lendt-lease:?: 

Mr. WADSWORTH. We did not 
make all the· apl'lropriations for· lem .. 
lease. Some- of those· ...tppropriati'om£ 
wer.e made to: the emergency, fund at the 
Presiden.t. It 1mnns out that he has used 
some ef that meney f<:>r lend-le£..Se pur .. 
pose a 

Mr.. RIZLEY. What l shoul'd lik-e. to. 
have-the gentleman as a member of. the 
Committee om Foreigm .Aft!'airs: put 1n the 
REC:ORD· is information as. 1la· Wl:fla. b:as. r~ 
ceived that $63,000-1000,00.0, so that we 
can. keep the RECORD' straight 8iS we. go., 
Great Britain, as I und'emanct, has re-.. 
ceived $4,000',000,00.01 To whom.. has the 
other $~9,000~000,000 gnne? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It has. not: beetl 
s~ent · 

Mil. RIZLEY. It bas; nnt yet been 
spent? 

M11. W .A:IDSWORT.H. By me. n'l.ea'nS •. 
M:u. RIZLEY Then is i1l a fair statre.­

ment tn say that we will not meed to ex· 
p.ect any- aad:iltienal appropriations for 
the purpose- of ca»rying nut this- act­
within• the next few months ot:· the next 
year? 

:Min. WADSWORTH. ] am: not. cam­
petent to say as; to that.. I ha\le not 
seen the Budget estimate. Ow commit­
tee examined the purposes of the act. and 
its ope~tation. What tlhe Budget is ask· 
ing< I do- mot know. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio~ Mr. Gh:airman,. 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WAlilS.WORTH. I yield to tb.e 
gentleman from 0lrio., 

Mr. VO&YS ot Ohio. The gen-tleman 
speaks o:ll the amount 6.llea.t Brita,.in re .. 
ceiJVed. That po8si·b:by;· is. not q_uilte- ac· 
curate. Th~ United Kingdom received 
$3,959,950,000. and the other members of 
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the British Commonwealth of Nations 
received $2,393,193,000, a total of $6,353,-
143,000, according to the lend-lease re­
port furnished by Mr. Stettinius. Since 
then the amounts have increased. I 
thought the gentleman would probably 
want to explain that by Great Britain 
he meant the United Kingdom. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes; I did. 
Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 

Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I yield to the 

gentleman from Minnesota. 
Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The 

gentleman has mad~ a very splendid 
statement showing the military signifi­
cance of the lend-lease program. May I 
ask the gentleman, however, about an­
other proposition in connection with it? 

Certain high offlciali:i in the State De­
partment say we are going to undertake 
to feed between 350,000,000 and 500,-
000,000 people outside the United States. 
We are having a growing scarcity of food 
in this country, as the gentleman knows. 
I am just wondering if this program of 
feeding these 350,000,000 or 500,000,000 
people outside this country is to be taken 
out of this $63,000,000,000, or how will it 
be handled. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Is the gentleman 
referring to an after-the-war period? 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. The 
Under Secretary who made the state­
ment said it was going to be done under 
lend-lease, and also in the post-war 
period. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I can only ex­
press my personal opinion about that. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I 
would like to have the gentleman's per­
sonal opinion. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not think it 
was the intent of the Congress when we 
passed this act in 1941 or that it is our 
present intent or the intent of the ad­
ministration of lend-lease that Lend­
Lease shall become an agent for the feed­
ing of the people of the world r.fter this 
war is over. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Then 
somebody is giving a wrong impression, 
that we are going to act as Santa Claus 
for the entire world and bring them up 
to our standard of living. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. There is some 
very extensive dreaming going on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 15 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON]. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Chairman, with our country engaged in 
war, fighting for its existence, it is un­
thinkable that the Congress of the 
United States will refuse to extend for 
1 year the so-called Lend-Lease Act, un­
der which authority we are furnishing 
our allies arms with which to defeat our 
enemies. 

Two years ago, when we passed the 
original act, our country was not an ac­
tive belligerent, and there may have been 
some reason then for difference of opin­
ion as to the necessity for its passage­
candidly it is difficult for me even now 
to appreciate the viewpoint of those who 
then .opposed it-but I am not going to 

argue with them now; we are dealing 
with the present, not the past. We are 
in the middle of a war today, the great­
est the world has ever known, and we 
must win it. The stakes are too great 
to take any chances. The destiny of 
mankind and civilization-aye, the pres­
ervation of our own Republic, hangs in 
the balance. 

It is no wonder then that the Foreign 
Affairs Committee of the House, com­
posed of 25 Members of this body-14 
Democrats and 11 Republicans-after an 
exhaustive hearing covering nearly 4 
weeks, and a searching cross-examina­
tion of all the witnesses who were exam­
ined, reached the conclusion that the 
part of wisdom required and the de­
fense of the country demanded that 
H. R. 1501 should pass, and they so rec­
ommended unanimously, without a dis­
senting vote, and the bill is before you 
for your action, backed by the com­
posite judgment of that committee. 

It would seem unnecessary for any 
extended debate upon an issue so simple 
and about which there should be no con­
troversy. Our committee was deeply im­
pressed with the able and efficient man­
ner in which the act had been admin­
istered by Mr. Edward R. Stettinius, Jr., 
the Administrator, and his staff, includ­
ing Mr. Oscar Cox, the general counsel, 
both of whom attended the hearings 
daily and were most helpful in furnishing 
all information desired by any member 
of the committee. They were frank, 
candid, and anxious to supply the com­
mittee with all of the facts pertaining 
to its operation, and they evinced a per­
sonal and not a second-hand knowledge 
of what had been done. I doubt wheth­
er any department of the Government 
has ever been more ably or efficiently 
administered, and I think this statement 
reflects, not only my personal views, but 
those of the entire membership of our 
committee. I wish the entire member­
·ship of the House could have sat in on the 
hearings on this bill, and I believe if 
they had, not a single vote would be 
recorded against its passage. 

I am gratified at the vast volume of 
supplies we have furnished to our allies 
in such a short time, and am surprised 
and pleased to know of the aid and mate­
rial assistance that have been given us 
by our allies under its operation. Truly, 
lend-lease is not a one-way street. 

The hearings and the report contain 
these in retail, and I assume that you 
have read them. If not, you should do 
so. 

Further, the distinguished gentleman 
from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH], WhO 
has .just addressed us, has given the facts 
and figures with reference to these con­
tributions by our allies, and I shall not 
detain you by repeating them now. 

While, of course, we have, insofar as 
material values are concerned, contrib­
uted a vastly larger proportion than we 
have received, this we expected to do, and 
should do, both because our material 
resources are greater and our country 
has not been invaded and our productive 
capacity impaired. Their factories and 
·plants, their railroads, their business 
houses, their churches and homes, to-

gether with thousands of their men, 
women, and little children, have been 
liquidated and destroyed by the enemy. 
But they have not given up, but have 
continued to carry on with brave hearts 
and indomitable wills worthy of a great 
people and in a manner to challenge the 
admiration of the world. 

I am proud to claim these great peo­
ple-the British, the Chinese, and the 
Russians-as our allies, and if they had 
not fought as they have I shudder to 
think where we would be today. 

And I likewise wonder, if we had not 
passed the Lend-Lease Act when we did 
and had not given them the planes, the 
tanks, the guns, and the munitions with 
which they have been fighting, where 
they would be now and how much nearer 
our enemies would be to us at this hour. 

Lend-lease has not only helped our 
allies abroad; it has also helped us at 
home in preparing for our own partici­
pation and defense. It was by the 
launching of lend-lease that we started 
to make America the arsenal of democ­
racy, and it marked the beginning of the 
conversion of our industrial plants into 
war industries. The speed with which 
our industrial plants were transformed 
into munition plants for our defense is 
a high tribute to the industry and inge­
nuity of America and is a feat unparal~ 
leled in the history of any other country. 

I agree fully with the statement con­
tained in our report, that it is imperative 
that the United States provide China 
with all the aid that can be supplied, and 
that it must be done with the utmost 
speed. The traditional friendship be­
tween China and the United States would 
of itself demand that this be done, but 
when we consider also the long and 
heroic fight, the sufferings and sacri­
fices of the Chinese people, who have 
literally been fighting with their hands, 
the American people feel that more sub· 
stantial aid must be given to China to 
help her carry on the gallant fight that 
she has made. 

The committee investigated this mat• 
ter in executive session, and while I can­
not disclose what evidence was deduced, 
I think that I can say that our Govern­
ment realizes the importance of this 
tragic situation, and that everything will 
be done at the earliest possible moment to 
remedy it. We were thrilled by the 
magnificent address of Mme. Chiang; 
and her message through us to the 
American people will not go unheeded. 

I shall not argue with those who ob­
ject to calling this the Lend-Lease Act. 
The words "lend lease" do not appear 
in the act. Its title is "An act to pro­
mote the defense of the United States.'' 
"Lend-lease" is a mere nickname, but 
my experience is that it is difficult to 
eliminate a nickname, either in desig­
nating laws or individuals. It is not im­
portant as to what this act is called­
the real thing that counts is what has 
it accomplished. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairmanj 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Yes. 
Mr. VORYS of Ohio. With respect t() 

this matter of nicknames, I wonder if 
the gentleman would not think this idea. 
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of calling it a mutual war aid would be 
rather more descriptive for what. we are 
doing at this time. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I think 
that may be so, but it is very difficult to 
get rid of a nickname. It is just like the 
case of calling a boy "Sonny" and when he 
grows up a great many people still call 

- him "Sonny." 
Mr. JONKMAN. - And so far as the 

supplies are concerned, in respect to. 
whatever name may be given the act, it 
is just another case of a rose by any 
other name smelling just as sweet. 

Mr. LUTIIER A. JOHNSON. Yes. 
Lend-lease is the great reservoir or the 

clearing house through which we furnish 
material aid to our allies, and by which 
they furnish us material aid. It is the 

. pooling of the resources of our country 
and our allies with which to win· this war, 
and nothing aside from the actual fight­
ing is as important, and without it the 
fighting would have to stop. It has 
meant much thus far in whatever suc­
cess we have had, and it will mean much 
more now since production capacity is 
now being reached in this country. No 
one act passed by Congress has contrib­
uted more and will contribute more to 
the defeat of the Axis. 

Some months after the passage of the 
Lend-Lease Act, the press carried a story 
from a war correspondent in Europe of 
an interview with . a German who was a 
Hitler satellite, and the correspondent 
was talking with this German about who 
was going to win the war. and the old 
German said that Hitler was going to lose, 
and when asked why, he replied that 
when the United States passed the Lend­
Lease Act, it meant Hitler's doom. 

I cannot vouch for the accuracy of 
the interview, but I know that I did read 
it in the press, and I think that in the 
years to come history will record the old 
German's statement as having been 
prophe~ically true. 

When we pa.ss this bill tomorrow, as 
we are going to do, w·e will have con­
tributed something toward the winning 
of this war. 

Sometimes we minimize and fail to real­
ize the importance of the work that we 
do here. When Admiral Stark was 
Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, I said 
to him, "Admiral, the Navy is the first 
line of defense," to which he replied, 
"You are in error. The Congress is the 
first line of defense-the Navy can do 
nothing until you pass the laws and make 
the appropriation by which the Navy is 
built and operates." 

And as we vote upon this bill, let us 
remember as we vote that by its passage 
we are hastening the day of victory and 
giving aid, not only to our allies, but to 
our own brave boys who are fighting on 
land, on the sea, and in the air, on Gua­
dalcanal, New Guinea, China, Burma, 
and north Africa. As they are fighting 
and giving their lives on the battle fronts, 
may we not fail them here. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Yes. 
Mr. MURDOcK: I, too, shudder to 

think what might have happened to this 
country had not this act been passed 
2 years ago. The ranking members of 

this committee are a few to whom so 
many owe so much for checking barba­
rism and preserving civilization. Permit 
me to express now publicly my apprecia­
tion of the splendid work which the gen­
tleman now addressing us in the Well of 
the House, as one of those Members, has 
done in the passage of the act originally. 
I feel that this policy is the first line of 
defense for America and the beginning 
of victory, ultimately. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. I thank 
my good friend for the compliment which 
he pays me. 
· The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Texas has expired. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
15 minutes to the gentleman from Ala­
bama [Mr. JARMAN]. 

Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. JARMAN. Mr. Chairman, I need 

not call attention to the fact that a lit­
tle more than 2 years ago when this orig­
inal bill was passed, Great Britain was 
literally hanging on the ropes, and that 
she and poor little Greece, which was 
soon to . be overrun by the Nazi jugger­
naut, were the only two democracies de­
fending themselves, constituting the only 
armies which stood across the route of 
Hitler and Tojo to us. It was a solemn, 
a critical moment in the history of the 
United States, and of the world, a time 
which I think may very well be recorded 
as one of the turning points in the prog­
ress and history of the world. Most of 
you recall that at that time a very prom­
inent witness before the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, who was quite familiar 
with Europe, expressed positively the 
opinion that Hitler could not be de­
feated, that a stalemate was the best 
that we could hope for and strongly 
urged a negotiated peace. Unfortu­
nately the circumstances at that time 
were such that many Amer.icans agreed 
with Colonel Lindbergh in that opinion. 
Therefore, it is delightful to compare the 
situation which exists now with that 
which existed then, which enabled our 
leaders at Casablanca to indulge in 
the clarion call for unconditional sur­
render-an unconditional surrender 
which we ~ust and will experience, 
when our enemies are defeated. We 
stopped too soon before, and we must not 
do so again. I thoroughly agree with 
one of the distinguished gentlemen who 
this morning referred to that battle for 
the lend-lease bill 2 years ago as his­
tory. We have no corner on patriotism 
on our side of the aisle, and among 
those on the other side who agreed with 
us at that time. Those who opposed that 
bill were just as patriotic and as anxious 
to do what was necessary for the defense 
of this country as we, and it was entirely 
a matter of difference of opinion as to 
the best method of approach. I recall 
that one of the original opponents of 
the lend-lease bill at that time intro­
duced an amendment to lend Great 
Britain $2,000,000,000 with the inference 

. that more would be forthcoming if neces­
sary. I cannot refrain in passing from 
paying tribute to those ladies and gen-

tlemen, my colleagues on tl'le Foreign 
Affairs Committee, who disagreed with us 
at that time. I wish to sincerely thank 
and heartily congratulate them on the 
very fine, patriotic cooperation in which 
they indulged in the recent hearings, 
which enabled us to bring the extension 
of lend-lease to the floor unamended, 
and with a unanimous report which, of 
course, would have been entirely impos­
sible but for the fine cooperation of those 
patriotic ladies and gentlemen. 

The first lend-lease in history was 
from Britain to us, of shore batteries, to 
defend our coast in the quasi-war with 
France in 1799. In fact, prior to the 
World War Great Britain, which was 
then the financial power, with possibly 
one insignificant exception, never as­
sisted its allies by a direct loan, but by 
subsidy. 

Furthermore, it seems that our ex­
periment in lending money to our allies 
to assist them in carrying on mortal 
conflict during the World War wa.s 
unique. I need not call your attention . 
to the unhappy result of those loans, to 
the bitterness which resulted in the 
minds of our- people, who naturally con­
sidered those debts to be honest debts, 
nwed to us, which should be paid. There 
wa.s such a feeling along that line among 
our people that the Congress passed the 
Johnson Act, preventing the loaning of 
money to those nations in arrears to us 
in these debts . . I have an idea, although 
it was not mentioned in the hearings 
2 years ago· or recently, that it was the 
belief of those charged with respom;i­
bility for our foreign policy and the de­
fense of this country, that that bitter­
ness had grown to such proportions that 
it would be easier to side-step the John­
son Act, as it were, by the passage of 
the lend-lease bill, than to amend that 
act. I think that was the real founda­
tion of lend-lease in this war. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Will the gentleman 
yield? · 

Mr. JARMAN. I gladly yield. 
Mr. MURDOCK. In order that there 

may be no confusion on names, I pre­
sume the gentleman refers to the act 
passed at the instigation ·of Senator 
HIRAM JOHNSON Of California years ago, 
when he refers to the Johnson Act? 

Mr. J.t\RMAN. That is correct. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Since our colleague 

the gentleman from Texas [Mr. LUTHER 
A. JoHNSON], who, with others, has facili­
tated aid to our allies, has just spoken, 
I feared some might misunderstand and 
get mixed on those names. There are 
Johnsons and Johnsons. 

Mr. JARMAN. Yes. I referred to Sen­
ator JoHNSON of California, who was just 
as sincere, no doubt, as our colleagues 
who opposed us 2 years ago. That was 
the attitude of a great majority of our 
people then. 

In fact, the passage of the Lend-Lease 
Act was merely the final step in the 
functioning of democracy, as it brought 
the attitude of a great majority of the 
people of this country from that of strict 
isolationism, step by step, to a realization 
of the necessity for and determination 
to have, cost what it may, total, all-out 
national deiense .of this country. _I will 
not take the time to dwell on those steps. 
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Suffice it to call attention to the fact 
that the people of America were leaning 
so far backward in their determination 
not to be justly charged with military 
mindedness, that when we had several 
hundred thousand of the :flower of the 
yout.P of America in C. C. C. camps, 
Army housed, Army clothed, equipped, 
fed, and officered, public sentiment would 
not even permit us to give them 30 min­
utes or an hour a day of military train­
ing, which would have been very, very 
valuable, indeed, a little while later. 

The passage of lend-lease, as I say, 
will go down in history as one of the 
turning points of history. It has accom­
plished much. Who can say that Great 
Britain could have continued to hold on 
to the rail without the assistance of lend­
lease? I am very confident that the Brit­
ish Eighth Army could not possibly have 
been so successful in driving Rommel 
back 2,000 miles had it not enjoyed that 
t~emendous number of tanks, guns, 
planes, and other materiel which was 
shunted to it on almost ~ moment's no­
tice from the field of operation for 
which it was intended. Down in the 
South Pacific I am very confident that 
it would have been entirely impossible 
for our own fine boys to have enjoyed 
the success they have had it been neces­
sary to use much of the tonnage in which 
the ammunition, guns, and other ma­
teriel went to them, for food to sustain 
their bodies, which was unnecessary be­
cause, as you have been informed to.day, 
a great majority of the food for those 
boys was furnished, as reciprocal aid, 
by Australia and New Zealand. These 
countries above have supplied our troops 
more beef and veal than we have 
furnished all our allies. I think no one 
will deny that the recent magnificent 
drive of the Russian Army, of which 
we are so proud, would not have en­
joyed quite the success that it did, had 
we not sent to that front the tremendous 
amounts of planes and guns that have 
been mentioned to you. 

I must confess that I shared what I 
think was the natural disappointment 
over the failure of the leader of the 
Russian nation to mention that assist­
ance from us and from Great Britain 
in his Red Army Day order of the day: 
But I then thought of the fact that the 
last time that outstanding leader 
urgently demanded a second front, the 
:flotilla carrying the Army and the ma­
teriel to cre-ate that front in north 
Africa was already afloat, of which he 
was certainly aware. I felt and have felt 
since that }?.is statement then was a part 
of the broad United Nations' strategy to 
throw sand in our enemies' eyes. I have 
hoped, likewise, since Red Army Day, 
that history repeated itself and that 
again Premier Stalin was throwing sand 
in Hitler's eyes by playing down the 
magnitude of lend-lease, and until I 
know more of what our Ambassador said 
I shall continue to so hope. · 

In such a tremendous program as 
lend-lease mistakes have undoubtedly 
occurred. It would be difficult to imag­
ine a program of that magnitude being 
carried out without mistakes. 

However, the main ones which have 
come to my attention and which came 
to the attention of the committee, when 

run down, as has been mentioned on 
the :floor, were found to be either with­
out foundation at all or entirely justi­
fied. In other words, you need pay no 
attention to the beer,. powder puffs, and 
charges of that nature. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman 
will the gentleman yield? ' 

Mr. JARMAN. I yield. 
Mr. VORYS of Ohio. I join with the 

gentleman in his praise which he prof- . 
fered to the ability of the Administrator 
in the administration of lend-lease, i~ 
the prompt and courteous way in which 
he has disposed of any and all com­
plaints, and I believe it was extremely 
helpful in bringing the bill favorably be­
fore the American people. 

I apologize for interrupting the gen­
tleman's brilliant statement on this im­
portant measure. 
. Mr. JARMAN. That is perfectly all 

right, and I sincerely thank the distin­
guished gentleman from Ohio, who is 
such a valuable member of our commit-

. tee, for his contribution. What I had in 
mind, in referring to conduct being jus­
tified, was particularly such matters as 
the distribution of food in England, 
which I have not time to go into. At 
first it seemed out of order to me, but as 
the gentleman I am sure will agree, as 
soon as we learned the real facts, it was 
perfectly justified. 

The President, indeed, chose wisely in 
his selection of Mr. Stettinius to carry 
out this important program, and I think 
he has done an outstanding job, for 
which we, the American people, and par­
ticularly our allies, will always be under 
great obligation to him and for which 
I wish to thank and congratulate him. 

Every one, of course, would have pre­
ferred that more materials go to China, 
that magnificent nation which started 
the resistance. Of course China, I am 
sure the Chinese people feel, has been 
resisting Japan forever; more power to 
her and God bless her free people. I was 
speaking of Europe when I said only two 
democracies were resisting. That senti­
ment is unanimous throughout the 
United States, but it is simply one of the 
tragedies of war that the situation is 
such that it has been impossible hereto­
fore, particularly since Japan attacked us, 
for us to convey more goods to China. 
I assure you that the Lend-Lease Ad­
ministrator, the Foreign Affairs Com­
mittee-and while I cannot speak for him 
you know what the President has said­
we are widely awake to the necessity that 
more goods go to China at the earliest 
possible moment, and I think it is per­
fectly safe to predict that the time is not 
far distant when the amount of lend­
lease aid which has heretofore gone to 
China will fade into insignificance when 
compared with that which will be going 
every single month throughout the re­
mainder of this war, until such time as 
China can be made the base for attack 
on Japan, that Great Britain is for attack 
on the European continent. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Alabama has exnired. 

Mr. BLOOM. I yield the gentieman 5 
additional minutes. 

Mr. JARMAN. Of course, there are 
many fine results of lend-lease, but it 
seems to me that outstanding among 

them are two, which are closely related: 
First, the undoubted fact that lend­
lease already has greatly shortened this 
war and will shorten it considerably 
more during this year 1943. 

Second, and related to that or as a 
partial result of it, the thousa~ds-and 
it may go into hundreds of thousands­
of American lives which have been and 
will be saved by our putting our materials, 
our guns, our munitions into the hands -of 
our allies thereby permitting them to 
use them properly against the common 
enemy, thus avoiding the necessity of so 
many casualties on our-part. 

Those, Mr. Chairman, are the out­
standing accomplishments of lend-lease 
from my viewpoint. ' 
. The time is not available to me to go 
mto the matter of reciprocal aid, but I 
am sure that has been and will be thor­
oughly discussed. I do want to mention 
just one or two items: Great Britain has 
rendered more reciprocal aid than any 
other country, because we have more 
soldiers there and we will have rendered 
her more aid. Over a long period of time 
Great Britain has had a pay roll of $240,-
000 weekly for labor furnished to our 
army. When the north African cam­
paign was in preparation two senior sup­
ply officers who were quartered or estab­
lished at our headquarters told our com­
mand that whatever was needed for this 
invasion that could not be transported 
from America in time was theirs simply 
for the asking, provided it was ava:ilable 
in the British Isles. Part of the assist­
ance rendered during that invasion as­
sistance the magnitude of which we' find 
it hard to visualize, was one item that 
impressed me greatly. When it was 
found that certain radio equipment in 
our planes was not suitable to the north 
African climate-and this discovery was 
made only shortly before the invasion­
immediately upon being informed of that 
fact those British supply officers literally 
stripped the British Isles of that material 
so that our planes might be adequately 
and properly equipped when they went 
into action. 

Miss SUMNER of Illinois. Mr. Chair­
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JARMAN. Gladly. 
Miss SUMNER of Illinois. I under­

stand-perhaps I am wrong-that the 
theory of the campaign in the Near East 
is that whoever dominates the Near East 
dominates the world, and therefore it is 
important to us to be fighting there be­
cause we would be better off in the post­
war period to have England dominating 
the Near East than some other country. 
At the same time is it not true and per­
haps more important to England and the 
British Empire to dominate the Near 
East than it is to America to have Eng­
land dominate the Near East? 

Mr. JARMAN. That is probably tr.ue. 
However, the all-important considera­
tio·n is to make · sure that both 'Great 
Britain and the United States make all­
out contributions toward preventing the 
Axis from dominating that part of the 
world. 

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Chair­
man, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JARMAN. I gladly yield to the 
distinguished gentleman from Texas. 
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Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. And the 

great thing at present, and more im­
portant, is to win this war. 

Mr. JARMAN. Certainly. I thank 
the gentleman for his contribution, and 
also the gentlewoman for hers. 

The very cooperative way in which this 
whole lend-lease concept has been car­
ried out by all concerned surpasses any 
cooperation in the history of great coali­
tions. It augurs well, I think, for the 
future cooperation of the United Nations 
in seeing that this Old World continues 
to be a decent place in which to live. It 
is our best basis for hope for the long 
period of uninterrupted tranquility and 
peace for which we all so earnestly hope 
and fervently pray. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Alabama has expired. 

Mr. LUTHER A. JOHNSON. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield such time as he may 
require to the gentleman from West Vir­
ginia [Mr. Randolph. l 

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Chairman, the 
need for the action of Congress affirm­
atively in the continuation of the lend­
lease administration is felt, of course, 
very strongly by the Members on both 
sides of the aisle. I have voted in the 
past for this program and will this week 
vote to continue these functions. 

I should like to say in my few remarks 
that I wish to make that perhaps the 
strongest reason for the continuation 
of our present lend-lease program is 
the fact that we are in an almost wholly 
mechanized war, a war which calls on in­
creased resources, especially of America, 
to be poured into the cauldron of this 
con:fiict. 

I direct your attention to one illustra­
tion which will carry forward what I 
mean. When approximately 1,100 
planes from many air bases in Great 
Britain converged over the transporta­
tion and manufacturing network of the 
metropolis of Cologne in Nazi Germany 
there were dropped from those planes 
in approximately 90 minutes more than 
6, 700,000 pounds of ammunition. If we 
were to go back to the days of our War 
Between the States we should find that 
in the decisive battle of Gettysburg when 
for 3 days the forces of the North con­
tested with the forces of the South, in 
all that terrific battle there were con­
sumed but approximately 1,300,0f'O 
pounds of ammunition; yet here in this 
1 engagement of one hour and a half 
6,700,000 pounds were consumed. In 
that one raid of 1,100 planes more than 
1,000,000 gallons of high-octane gasoline 
were needed. To change this into an­
other figure, it took more than 400,000 
barrels of crude oil to produce that vol­
ume of gasoline for those hard-hitting 
bombing planes. 

And so into the waging of a mech­
anized war go the sinews of a peacetime 
economy here at home and we must re­
alize very, very deeply the sacrifice and 
the service which are necessary, not 
only for America but for the other na­
tions who cooperate with us. 

Let us, my colleagues, be certain that 
a )]J.utual understanding and trust be 
forthcoming on this lend-lease aid. I 
would not inject into this debate a false 
note on this score, but I will say that I am 

at a loss to understand why Stalin is re­
ported to have stated February 23, "The 
Red Army alone is bearing the whole 
weight of the war." Such an utterance 
is almost inconceivable in the face of 
published figures on our assistance to 
Russia. The following is a news story 
from the Times-Herald of today: 

LEND-LEASE AID TO RUSSIA OVER BILLION 

Over-all lend-lease aid to the Soviet Union 
up to February 1, 1943, totaled $1,300,000,000, 
Lend-Lease Administrator Edward R. Stet­
tinius jr., reported recently to congressional 
committees. 

Some of the specific figures included: 
Two thousand six hundred planes, 
Three thousand two hundred tanks, 
Seventy-two thousand five hundred trucks, 
Seven thousand seven hundred motor-

cycles, 
One thousand three hundred military 

tractors, 
One hundred and thirty thousand subma­

chine guns, 
Three million pairs of boots and eighteen 

thousand tons of sole leather, 
Seventy-five thousand tons railroad rails 

and other railroad equipment, 
One hundred and forty thousand field tele­

phones and "hundreds of thousands of miles" 
of telephone wire, 

Two hundred and sixty-eight thousand tons 
petroleum products, 

Five hundred and eighty thousand tons 
steel, 

Forty-six thousand tons aluminum and 
duraluminum. 

Twenty-one thousand five hundred tons of 
zinc, 

Ninety-four thousand tons copper and 
brass, 

Fifty thousand tons toluol and TNT, 
Seventy-five thousand tons other chemicals, 

and 
Tremendous quantities of food. 

I hope it will be possible to send larger 
supplies to China during the coming 
year. I remember telling this House on 
March 28, 1942, that General Wong had 
said to me that-

The Chinese pilots are superior to Jap 
airmen, and they could have won battle after 
battle in the skies even though they had but 
one plane against four for the enemy. 

Japanese forces are held in check by 
the bravery of China's fighting units. If 
that country cannot carry on this Axis 
partner will have men and material to 
shift to other fighting fronts. 

Mr. Chairman, I recall that more than 
3 years ago I presented legislation to this 
House which would have called on our 
Government through the President, to 
enter into negotiations with the British 
and French Governments looking 
toward the acquisition of certain islands 
owned by those two powers, those 
islands to be given to the United States 
in partial payment of the war debts that 
were owed to us. 

The first resolution, House Joint Reso­
lution 482, was introduced March 4, 
1940. It was as follows: 
Joint resolution for the acquisition of British 

islands in the Caribbean and British Hon­
duras 
Resolved, etc., That the President is hereby 

requested to enter into negotiations in such 
manner as he may deem appropriate with the 
Government of Great Britain for the acqui­
sition by the United States of the islands of 
the Bermudas; the Bahamas--Jamaica with1 the Turks, Caicos, and Cayman Islands; Trini­
dad and Tobago; Barbados; · the Leeward 

Islands-Antlgua, St. Kitts, Nevis, Dominica, 
Montserrat, and Virgin Islands; the Wind­
ward Islands-Grenada, the Grenadines, St. 
Lucia, St. Vincent; together with British 
Honduras, ln part payment for the indebted­
ness of such Government to the United 
States. 

The second proposal was House Joint 
Resolution 511, introduced AprillO, 1940, 
which was in these terms: 
Joint resolution for the acquisition of 

French islands in the Caribbean and the 
North Atlantic Ocean 
Resolved, etc., That the President is here­

by required to enter into negotiations in 
such manner as he may deem appropriate 
with the Republic of France for the acquisi­
tion by the United States of the islands of 
Martinique, Guadeloupe, St. Pierre, and Mi­
quelon, in part payment for the indebtedness 
of such Government to the United States. 

Wayne Parrish, writing in the Mar.ch 
lissue of American Aviation on owner~ 
ship of island bases, expressed the fol· 
lowing thought provoking sentences: 

Are we going to pay the cost of reach­
ing these goals and turn the benefits over 
to others who probably could not have 
succeeded without our help? Such a state of 
affairs would leave no assurance that our 
share of the costs resulted in security for 
the future. 

The legislation, similarly before the 
Senate, received no consideration at the 
hands of committees, and today I recall 
it only because I believe we must be 
thinking of these post-war problems as 
we rightly pass this legislation and of the 
responsibility of those who fight with us, 
in that they shall as far as possible repay 
to the Government of the United States, 
through some method, that which we 
have so generously extended. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Will the gentle~ 
man yield? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I yield to the gen~ 
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. We have the best 
bases on those islands. Now, if we take 
over the islands, we will have to take 
over the people, and if we take over the 
people we will have to provide for them. 
Has the gentleman thought through to a 
final conclusion as to just where it might 
lead us and just what the long-range 
implications might be? 

Mr. RANDOLPH. I appreciate the ob· 
servation of the gentleman from Massa­
chusetts. I have thought the implica~ 
tions through. I was particularly inter­
ested, more than 3 years ago as I am now, 
that those islands be used for the purpose 
of forming a ring of steel, a citadel of 
defense for the United States of America 
against any aggressive powers that might 
attack us in the years to come. 

I conclude with the thought that every 
extravagance in our individual life dur~ 
ing these trying days on the home front­
every excess in the operation of govern .. 
ment here at home-lessens by that de· 
gree the equipment and the manpower 
with which we fight resourceful and 
ruthless foes. In my opinion, the mem­
bership of this House must in every pos­
sible way not take a second position but 
stand in the forefront of a determined 
drive to show not only to the rank and 
file men and women of this Republic that 
we are capable of leadership toward 
those desirable ends, but that here in the 
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operation of our body politic we will keep 
nonessentials from creeping into the cost 
of government. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe in America; 
I believe in the destiny of our land and 
its people. I feel that we can cooperate 
fully with these other nations in the 
successful prosecution of this war. I 
know that we are still the land of lib­
erty; I know that we remain the citadel 
of courage, conscience, and Christiani-ty; 
I know we are the fortress of freedom; 
I know that we are the hope of the 
world; and there devolves on the indi­
vidual and the collective membership of 
this body the responsibility for a coura­
geous leadership which will function in­
telligently, not only in the passage of 
this legislation but in worth-while and 
far-reaching acts during the Seventy­
eighth Congress. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gen­
tleman from Indiana [Mr. SPRING:r::RJ. 

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Chairman, at 
the outset of what I have to say on this 
measure, let it be understood that I 
voted for the rule which makes possible 
the consideration of this bill, and I ·vill 
vote for the passage of this bill, H. R. · 
1501. The considerations which impels 
me to make that statement are these: 
We are now engaged in the most fright­
ful war the world has known, and we 
must win this war. Every essential 
thing which will lend aid to a speedy 
and decisive victory in this war must be 
extended to our OWil armed forces and to 
those who are engaged with us· in this · 
war for liberty and freedom. We can­
not deprive our allies of the necessary 
food, munitions of war, and armament 
with which to carry on this war 100 per­
cent for victory. We have charted the 
course upon which we have already em­
barked, and we cannot now turn back 
and leave our allies unprepared to con­
tinue the fight for victory. We must 
·carry on, and we must aid, unstintingly, 
in this all-out effort to win this war to 
make liberty and freedom the watch-

. words of the nations of the world. 
As we engage in the debate on this 

measure, we must not be unmindful that 
vast sums of money have already been 
spent in the maintenance of the so­
called lend-lease p'rogram. As a matter 
of fact, the money, the food, the ships, 
planes, tanks, and guns which have been 
provided for our allies in this war has 
been largely given away. The precedent 
eDtablished in World War No. 1, by prac­
tically all of the foreign countries, of 
accep·~.~ing our material assistance but of 
"permitting us to whistle in the dark 
for our pay" will, no doubt, be followed 
by those nations which now receive our 
blessing apd our bounty in this war. 

We suffered greatly under that policy 
in the last World War, and we will, no 
doubt, suffer greatly because of that same 
attitude following this World War. But, 
regardless of those considerations, we 
must resolve that we are engaged in the 
most frightful war the world has ever 
known, that we have boys from our 
country on every front who are now en­
gaged in this war, that we must back up 
our own boys with every type and kind 
of supplies and munitions of war, and 

that includes the proper aid in man- · 
power, armed with the proper and nec­
essary equipment, from all of our allies. 
We ml.lst not let our boys down-we can­
not let our boys down. We, who cannot 
go to the front, must constitute the 
great reserve at home who will back up 
our boys with all we have, all we can 
produce, and all we can deliver to them. 
Our boys must go forward to ultimate 
victory. 

Mr. Chairman, very recently the Lend­
Lease Administrator made the statement 
that this program has resulted in ·a gen­
uine pooling of the available services of 
the United Nations, with the United 
States supplying 44 countries with lend­
lease food and materials, and that "lend­
lease in reverse" has been contributing 
food, equipment, and other resources to 
maintain American armies on foreign 
soil. It is very unfortunate that we do 
not have available the extent to which 
"lend-lease in reverse" has contributed 
to our armed forces. 

However, we do have the record on 
some of the extension of aid by our own 
country, and Mr. Stettinius, the Adminis­
trator, stated that up to January 1, 1943, 
the United Kingdom received $2,440,000,-
000 worth of lend-lease supplies, includ­
ing 10 percent of all the food it consumes. 
Russia received $1,300,000,000 worth, in­
cluding planes, tanks, trucks, 130,000 
submachine guns, more than 98,000,000 
pounds of TNT and toluol, 174,000,000 
pounds of copper and brass, and large 
amounts of food, munitions, and raw 
materials. Shipments to the Middle and 
Far East aggregated $1,650,000,000, in­
cluding those to Australia, New Zealand, 
India, and China. But we are informed 
that the amounts already expended un­
der the Lend-Lease Act approximate 
$10,000,000,000. He further stated: 

Aid to China, which has not been nearly as 
great as the situation requires, is increasing 
now and more planes are being made avail­
able for air-borne shipments into China. 

It is my hope that Mr. Stettinius is 
correct. China has suffered greatly, and 
she continues to suffer. She has borne 
the brunt of battle for a long time, and 
she has stood up before her ruthless en­
emy half rationed, half clad and half 
equipped. It is my fervent hope that 
China will receive the necessary aid in 
food and supplies which will equip her 
armed forces to the point that she has a 
fair chance to drive Japan from her soil. 
When China is properly equipped with 
supplies and munitions of war-when 
she has planes, tanks, guns, and am­
munition-! firmly believe she will aid 
materially in the defeat of Japan, and 
thus lend material aid to us in our final 
victory over this ruthless foe. 

Mr. Chairman, it is worthy of men­
tion at this point that in the recent re­
port, to which I have referred, Mr. Stet­
tinius showed that 1942 lend-lease ex­
ports of food took 5 percent of our total 
meat supply, 3.4 percent of all of our 
milk products, 13.2 percent of our fats 
and oils, 10 percent of our dried eggs, 
7.1 percent of our frozen and canned 
fish, eight-tenths of 1 percent of our 
canned vegetables, 1.7 percent of our 
canned fruits and juices, three-tenths 
of 1 percent of our wheat products, 6 

percent of our dried peas, and 5 percent 
of our dried beans. He further stated, 
"Since March 1941 we have delivered to 
our allies about 4,000,000 tons of food­
stuffs, at a cost of a billion and a quarter 
dollars." 

Frightful as these figures may appear, 
and as we face rationing of every kind 
here, we are using every effort to aid in 
winning this war-and we are content 
to suffer whatever hardship may be im­
posed upon us, which is, 'in fact, neces­
sary 'for victory~ 

Yet, in the face of the huge supplies 
which we have sent, and which we are 
now sending, to our allies-we must not 
forget-and I hope Mr. Stettinius will 
not forget-that we have a terrific food 
problem at home which must be solved. 
We cannot send food and supplies to all 
of the countries of the world which are 
either friendly to us, or which are en­
gaged in this war with us, and at the 
same time maintain our own Army and 
Navy, and supply our own people with 
the necessities of life. And, with the 
present shortage of food in this coun­
try, and with the great shortage of food 
which will become a reality before the 
end of 1943, the Lend-Lease Administra­
tor has a problem which will call for im­
mediate action. 

I make that statement, Mr. Chairman, 
because we now have a great shortage of 
food here, which is evidenced by the ra­
tioning of food of almost every type. 
Many farmers are quitting farming be­
cause their farm boys, and their farm 
help, has been taken into the Army. In 
the central and midwestern sections 
oi our country, where farming is the 
principal occupation, the newspapers are 
well filled with notices of farm sales, and 
many of those sale notices begin with ' 
the statement, "because my boy has been · 
inducted into the service of his country, 
I am compelled to sell out and quit farm­
ing,'' while others contain this prelim­
inary statement, "because of the scarcity 
of farm help, I am unable to operate my 
farm and I am forced to sell out and 
quit," and this tells the story, in part . 
Another cause of the loss of farm labor 
and farm help has been the exception­
ally high wages that have been paid by 
defense plants, and this has made in­
roads among those who have heretofore 
engaged in assisting in farm work. But, 
the net result has been that the farmer- · 
those who produce the food in this coun­
try-have suffered greatly, and many of 
them have sold out-they have sold their 
livestock and their farm-and many of 
them have sold their livestock, but re­
tain their farm, which will be idle dur­
ing the year 1943, because they cannot 
secure the necessary labor with which to 
operate it. This will cause a great short­
age in the production of food. 

Mr. Chairman, we find some very per­
tinent statements in the press of today. 
One of those statements, which relates 
to the food situation appears to come 
from Secretary of Agriculture, Claude 
Wickard, in which he states that-

The public will have to eat animal feed as 
substitutes for meat. 

In the very same newspaper we find 
the bold headlines, as follows: 

Stalin hides United States aid. 
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This startling statement comes from 
Ambassador Standley, stationed at Mos­
cow. In the purported statement of 
Ambassador Standley, at a press confer­
ence, he is reported to have stated: 

It is not · fair to mislead Americans into 
giving millions from their pocke1is, thinking 
that they are aiding the Russian people, 
without the Russian people knowing about it. 

The Ambassador _further stated, ac­
~ording to reports: 

I have been carefully looking for recogni­
tion by the Russian press of the fact that 
they are getting material help through 
America not only through Lend-Lease but 
through the Red Cross and the Russian­
American Relief, and I hav.e failed to find 
any acknowledgment of that. 

This attitude on the part of Russia is 
unexplainable. It is unthinkable that 
Russia, or her leaders, want to suppress 
from the people of that country the fact 
that we are lending aid of every char­
acter in this war. 

Mr. Chairman, following up this infor­
mation regarding ~the farmers and their 
inability to farm their farms because of 
the lack of farm labor, may I say that 
within the past few days I have received 
numerous letters from farmers in the 
district which I have the honor to repre­
sent, in which they g-ave me the lists of 
farmers who were either quitting farm­
ing, or were materially reducing the acre­
age they would farm in 1943, all because 
of this obstruction. Especially do .I wish 
to refer to a lady, who resides in one of 
the counties of the Tenth District uf 
Indiana, who has ever been one of the 
outstanding farm women in her coUI).tY, 
and she enclosed to me 14 notices of farm 
sales, all published in one issue of her 
county newspaper, being the farmers who 
were selling their dairy herds, and their 
livestock and farm implements, and some 
of them were offering their farm land for 
sale. What does this mean, Mr. Chair­
man? There can .be but one answer, and 
that is that the production of our .food 
supply will be greatly reduced in 1943. 
We are rationed now because there is a 
shortage. ;Before the end of 1943 that 
shortage will be much greater, because 
of the reduced production of food. 

Mr. Chairman, we must .not forget that 
the production of food on the farms was. 
12 percent greater in 1942 than in any 
previous year of record. Yet, with that 
tremendous overproduction we have uur 
present food shortage, and this shortage 
threatens to become very much worse. 
Recently the Department of Agriculture 
announced a program for 1943 that will 
average better than 14 percent increase 
in 10 leading items. Warnings that this 
proposed increase, even with favorable 
weather conditions equal to that of 19~2. 
cannot be met have not gone unheeded. 
In testimony, recently given, the Secre­
tary of Agriculture was not optimistic 
that the program which he ·proposed 
could succeed. 

On last Saturday the War Manpower 
Commissioner issued orders to cease 
drafting essential farm workers, even 
though the quota was not filled, and 
since that time, that same Commissioner, 
in a move to secure more selective-service 
registrants· for farming, issued an order 

'· 

reclassifying· all men over 38 years of age 
who are now iarming or who w111 enter 
farming by Ma.y 1 of this year. This re .. 
cent move is encouraging, indeed. We 
hope, 'Mr. Chairman, that the .Adminis­
trator of lend-lease funds will com.e to 
realize the shortage of food in this coun­
try at ·this moment, and the threat 
of a greater shortage in the future, and 
that he will govern himself accordingly. 
We cannot stand idly by and ~see 
our own people, in this country, go 
hungry, and witness the exporting of 
vast amounts of our food to other coun­
tries. We are at war, but we must feed 
our people at home, · as well as those in 
other countries. 

As we go forward, let us win this war, 
let us feed our Army and our ·Navy, let 
us feed our own people, and what-ever re­
mains 'let our allies have the -benefit of 
all that food. But we must realize that 
we cannot finance and ·feed the world in 
time of ·war, when we are engaged ·in a 
terrific struggle to win a victory. Let us 
conserve, let judgment' prevail, and vic­
tory will be ours. 

[Here the gavel fell.] 
Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, 'l yield 

such time as he may desire to the gentle­
. man from Kentucky [Mr. ROBSION]. 

Mr. ROBSION of Kentucky. ·Mr. 
Chairman, the bill before us extends the 
so-called.Lend-Lease Act for a period of 1 
year. The original act was considered · 
and passed by the HouS.e early in 1941 
long before we enterea the war. It was 
urged by the administration that the 
passage of this act would keep us out of 
war, and many insisted we .would likely 
not be called ~pon to furnish more than 
$7,.000,000,000 of . war equipment and 
other supplies. It is fair .to say one .of 
the proponents of .the bill readily ad­
mitted it was a war measure and 
amounted to practically a declaration of 
war. 

It was also claimed by the -prQponents 
that it was a sale, lend, or lease of this 
equipment and materials to nations 
friendly to us. Many of us believed it 
was a war measure and would likely in­
volve us in the bloody European-African­
Asiatic War, and .that there would be no 
sale, lend, or lease, but, as a matter of 
fact, it would turn out to be a gift and 
that the sky would be the limit. We op­
posed the original bill for these reasons, 
and for the'further reason that we were 
unwilling to grant to the President the 
far-reaching and extraordinary power to 
give away any or all of our ships, bomb­
ers, planes, guns, tanks, shells, or other 
war materiel and food supplies without 
limit to-whomsoever he might desire. · 

We are now in the war, .and each and 
every one of us desires to do whatever is 
necessary to win the war at the earliest 
possible moment, bring .vtctory to :Amer­
ican arms, save as many lives as possible, 
get our boys, including _my own ..son back 
home, lessen the war burdens oi our peo-. 
ple, anti restore our country to peace and 
normal conditions. 

The "lend-lease is one of the few au­
thorizations of Congress through the 
years that has no dollar ltmit-:-the sky 
is the'limit. Congress already has actu­
ally appropriated sixty-three billions and 

no one can say how much m01·e .wm be 
turned. over to the.President to.give away 
before the war is over. 

The Ie.cords of · .the .Treasury Depar.t-· 
ment show:that -the United .States spent 
on the •First World War .from its be­
ginning on April 6, 19.17, to the signing 

. of the armistice on November 11, .1918, 
twenty-one billions. We can see there 
have already been appropriated and ·put 
at the disposal of the President, under 
this so-called lend-lease three times the 
cost of the First World War from its be­
ginning to the signing of the armistice. 

ItJs claimed, however, that only about 
ten billions of this sum have actually 
been usedln war equipment and supplies 
turned over to other countries .by the 
President. We had turned over to the 
British Empire up to Decemb.er 31, :1942, 
about six and one-half billions. We are 
informed that sum has now increased to 
about eight billions. We have turned 
over to Russia in..all up to thistime.about 
two and one-half billions, and ·we have 
turned over to· China less than two ·hun­
dred millions to this date. We have 
made lend-lease contributions to practi­
cally all the countries of Central and 
South America and the West ·Indies. 
The Administration re]Jorts that 43 na­
tions are ~ntitled to lend-lease benefits; 
30 nations have signed up for these bene­
fits, and I assume th.at benefits heretofore 
have been given to 30 nations. 

The President, the War and Navy De­
partments, · and our high military and 
naval officers have urged that the Lend­
Lease Act be extended for 1 year. The 
Committee on Forelgn Relations of the 
House, by unanimous vote, approved this 
extension for 1 year. As we are in the 
war, .and it is urged that this act will be 
helpful in winning the war, it is my pur­
pose to vote . for ,this extension as a war 
measure. The hopes of those who fa­
vored it as .a measure to keep us out of 
war have been ·.blasted. 

Ther.e are person.sin this country, over. 
the radio and in magazines and newspa­
pers, atlvocating the use of the so-called 
l{md-lease policy as a post-war activity. 
They would use our ta~payers' money to 
carry out a super or ~lorified world 
W. P. A. and undertake to feed and clothe 
some 500,000,000 people throughout the 
world for many years. The burdens of 
the American people-will be -such at the 
close of the war that we cannot pour out 
additional billions to carry on such a 
utopian scheme. I oppose ,such a policy, 
and l-am sure the American people gen­
erally will oppose that policy. 

Then there are other internationally 
politically minded groups who have it in 
mind to set up a supergovernment of the 
world after the war, and to use lend­
lease billions to entice the people of va­
rious countries to join in this .supergov­
ernment. ·In this supergovernment the 
United States would be merely one of the· 
units, with representation in this super­
. government, but subject to executive, 
legislative, and judicial branches, supe­
rior to and controlling -our country and 
other count-ries of the world. I am op.:. 
posed to our country entering into or be­
co~ing a part of such a supergovern­
ment. Of course, the United States 
would be called upon to carry the major 
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part of the load of supporting such a 
supergovernment, with only one voice 
out of many voices in its direction and 
control. Not one dollar of lend-lease 
should be used to carry out such a pur­
pose. The lend-lease should be main­
tained and operated for the sole purpose 
of providing essential and necessary aid 
in the winning of the war, and when the 
war is over this great burden should be 
removed from the backs of the overbur­
dened taxpayers of this Nation. 

The American people have been told 
lend-lease is a two-way proposition; that 
we let other countries have war equip­
ment and materiel and supplies, and they 
in turn furnish us with war equipment, 
materiel, and supplies. We show them 
in dollars and cents the value of what we 
have furnished. There is no such show­
ing on the part of our allies. They give 
in some cases tons, pounds, but they do 
not submit any statement as to the dol­
lar value. I think it can be safely said 
that for every dollar we put into lend­
lease that no more than 10 cents is given 
to us. 

We do not have a sufficient check and 
audit of these billions that are being 
given away by the President and no audit 
of the things we receive. It is only fair 
to the people of this country that such 
an audit and checking be furnished to 
the Congress, and we hope to have an 
opportunity to vote for an amendment 
that will require a checking and audit of 
all the things we have given away under 
the lend-lease and those things we have 
received. 

No doubt the lend-lease has been of 
very material help to Great Britain and 
her dependencies and to Russia. The 
matter of deepest regret is, we have been 
able to furnish so little to China. We 
have furnished China, according to the 
latest report, less than $160,000,000. 
China has been :fighting since 1937. Mil­
lions of her people have been killed and 
other millions have been starved to 
death. Many of her great cities have 
been practically wiped out, and a big 
part of her country has been overrun 
by the Japs. Much less than 3 percent 
of lend -lease has gone to China. She 
needs it more than any other country. 
She is nearer to our territory, and will 
be of greater service than any other 
country in helping us to get back our 
own soil-the Philippines and other is­
land possessions in the Pacific. Should 
China be knocked out of the war it will 
greatly lengthen the war, and it will 
mean the loss of hundreds of thousands 
of American lives, and cost tens of bil­
lions to our country. A way must be 
found, and found now, to help China. 
We owe this to China for another reason: 
From 1937 to 1941, while China was fight­
ing heroically for her very life, our coun­
try was· furnishing Japan more than 50 
percent of her war materiel and supplies 
in the way of gas, oil; scrap iron, food, 
and other products; Britain and Holland 
furnished Japan more than 30 percent. 
Army and Navy men agree Japan could 
never have overrun and plundered China 
but for the supplies furnished to her 
during those 4 years by our country, 

Britain, and Holland-and our country, 
Britain, and Holland are now paying 
dearly. 

I have always been of the opinion, and 
still hold that opinion, that Japan is the 
greatest threat to our country and our 
possessions. Our real danger is in the 
Pacific. Action against Japan must not 
be delayed until Japan can consolidate 
and develop the natural resources of the 
territory which she has taken from us, 
Holland, Grer,t Britain, and China. 
Every day she holds these possessions 
she strengthens her ability to wage a 
long and costly war against us. Let us 
not forget the United States and China 
will have to bear the major burden of 
whipping the Japs. We are flying bomb­
ers to Australia, Egypt, and India. Why 
do we not fly a lot of bomuers to China? 
They must have help and have it now. 

VICE PRESIDENT WALLACE AND RUSSIA 

The press reports Vice President 
WALLACE in his speech at the Ohio Wes­
leyan University, Delaware, Ohio, on yes­
terday as saying: 

If the United States double-crosses Russia 
there will be another war. 

This is a most unfortunate statement. 
This is the :first intimation that we have 
had that there had been or .is any effort 
on the part of the people or the Govern­
ment of the United States to double­
cross Russia or mistreat her in any way. 
We wonder what caused the Vice Presi­
dent to make such a statement. He is 
a part of the Roosevelt administration. 
If there is any double-crossing of Russia 
on the part of the administration, the 
Vice President should know about it. I 
cannot believe that there is any effort 
on the part of the administration or the 
American people to double-cross Russia 
in this war. We all appreciate the he­
roic defense that the Russians have made 
of their people, their homes, and their 
country. 

Our country has aided Russia in a 
most generous way and will continue to 
aid her in winning the war. We have 
giyen her over 3,000 of our best bombers 
and planes, many thousand of our best 
tanks, 130,000 machine guns, nearly 
100,000 motortrucks and other vehicles, 
as well as ammunition and other muni­
tions of war. We shipped to her last 
year 17,000,000 pounds of butter, and we 
have agreed to ship to her this year 
170,000,000 pounds of butter and, as a 
matter of fact, we have less than 
50,000,000 pounds in reserve for our own 
use. The American people have denied 
themselves butter, as well as other food 
and supplies to send to the aid of 
Russia. We are eating oleomargarine 
instead of butter and will lessen our con­
sumption of butter and increase our con­
sumption of oleomargarine. Up to this 
time we have sent to Russia two and one­
half billions worth of munitions of war 
and other supplies. There is no doubt 
but what the United States will do her 
full share and more in aiding Russia and 
other allies. 

Last year we spent nearly eighty bil­
lion on our war effort. Russia spent 
about fifteen billion and Great Britain 

nineteen billion. This year we plan to 
.spend more than one hundred billion 
and the British Empire twenty-one bil­
lion. China spent last year about five 
billion. It can be seen that the people 
of the United States are putting up more 
than twice as much as Russia, Great 
Britain, and China combined in this war. 
We are calling 11,000,000 men and boys 
into our armed forces. We have ap­
proximately 132,000,000 people and three 
and one-half million square miles of ter­
ritory. Russia has nearly 200,000,000 
people with 8,819,791 square miles of 
territory. The British Empire has 500,-
000,000 people with over 16,000,000 
square miles of territory. China has 
about 450,000,000 people with 4,314,097 
square miles. 

No seamen have surpassed in heroism 
the seamen of our merchant marine in 
carrying supplies to Russia and Great 
Britain. The United States has not 
double-crossed Russia or. any other coun­
try and will not do so. It would be well 
for the 0. W. I. to censor the speeches of 
our Vice President. Statements such as 
his can serve no purpose except to create 
suspicion and stir up discord, and add to 
the worries and fears of the American 
people. The American people are giving 
their all to win this war. Why say that 
our country is doing or may do some­
thing to bring on a third world war and 
with one of our allies? 

PROTECT FARMERS, WORKERS, AND INDUSTRY 

I understand that an ~tiiendment will 
be offered to this bill giving the House 
and Senate an opportunity to pass upon 
the final benefits as provided in the 
original Lend-Lease Act growing out of 
any lend-lease agreements with the vari­
ous nations. We deem such an amend­
ment very necessary in order to protect 
American labor, the American farmer, 
and American industry. Under the 
Lend-Lease Act, the President is clothed 
with extraordinary powers. We do not 
want any agreements entered into affect­
ing adversely American labor, the Amer­
ican farmer, and American industry 
after the war. This lend-lease program 
is receiving support now because it is a 
war measure, and must not be used to 
carry out the economic, social, or politi­
cal schemes of theorists. We must pre­
serve the American Constitution,-private 
enterprise, our national credit, and the 
American way of life . . 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
15 minutes to the distinguished gentle­
woman from Ohio [Mrs. BoLTON]. 

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Chairman, I am 
very happy indeed to have evidence that 
the members of the majority party are 
concerned that we not spend money, 
time, and energy upon unnecessary 
things during the war period. It is a re­
lief to those of us who have been striving 
for some time to confine the expendi­
tures to the war and to do those things 
which will equip our boys and the armies 
of our allies. I am delighted to have the 
expressions we have just heard from the 
honorable gentleman from West Vir­
ginia. 

As you know, your committee held 
hearings on the resolution to extend 
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lend-lease. A period o! perhaps 4 weeks, 
I am sure you will agree with me, was 
to6 short a time indeed to go. into the de­
tails and the far-reaching implications 
of the act. Some of the material con.• 
tained in the printed hearings was sub­
mitted at the venr end' of the hearings. 
These are not reflected in the report in 
any wa.y. I suggest. that you make a 
very careful study of the Iast pages, not 
the editorials that were inserted at the 
end but the testimony submitted by the 
Lend-Lease Administrator and others in 
the. last part of the hearings. You will 
finditan exeeedinglly'worth-while study~ 

M'S.ny of the matters upon which the 
Foreign Affairs Committee could tou~h 
oniy lightly will, o! course, be consid­
ered in greater detail when they ·come 
before the Appropriations Committee. 
But based upon the study that we did 
make-and we did give- ourse!ves as- con­
scientiously as it is humamly possible to 
do to the stUdy of the bUT-it is my 
coMidered opinion that the resoiuti-on to 
extend the life of the Leml-Lease Act 
should have the suppol't of all Members 
ot the House. I should menti<m ais-o 
that everyone is fn agreement with the 
honol'able gentJ.ieman from Alabama 
[~Ill'. JARMAN] when he- sai-d that mis­
takes were made. Of course, mistakes 
were mad-e; mistakes in judgment and 
administratien both. lt would be folly 
to attempt to present it as an infallible 
instrument. It. would be almost ridicu­
lous to assume that any man or any 
group of men CDuld carry" out the per­
missives contained within the aet with 
unfailing good judgment. But it was 
the method set up b-y a maJority vote of 
the Congress first to help-England,_ then 
it was. expanded to help such: other of the­
United Nations as. the- President found 
vital to the defense of the United States. 

1n the course of his testimo:my before 
the House committee-,. Mr. Stettinius 
said.: 

If we look back • • • we- realize that a 
principle bas been hammered o11t fn a tLme 
ot! er1sis. That principle is the prtnci]1>le of 
total cooperation among the nations in the 
waging of war, cooperation in the inter eat. ()f 
each and for the 'benefit. of all, tbe only prin­
ciple by which a war of afi1ance can oe suc­
cessfully waged~ 

I call your attentio:a to that phrase,. 
''total cooperation."' All. Government 
witnesses appearing before the ttommit­
tee rei tera.ted time and time again that 
lend-lease has become a powerful agent 
in the developmell't of practical coopera­
tion between the nattons. Certain is it 
that we need mt>re and more coopera­
tion, not less and less. To this end, the 
continuance: of the techniques estab­
lished would seem advisable,_ even essen­
tiaL 

It was brought out that this coopera­
tive principle which the Allied Nativns 
are usilllg could sene as a framework for 
methods of cooperative thought and ac­
tion in. the post-war- era,. when we- shall 
sit down togethe~ to develop bases for 
a dmrable peace-. 

Because it was the general desire of. 
our eommittee. ~ give. to you. and to the 
people as broad concepts. as twssible of 
the principles of mutual understanding 

and cooperation being put into practice 
under this act, I shall not dwell on what 
I have called mistakes of judgment or 
of methed that have been an inevitable 
part of the human equation in the de­
velopment of this two--way road and 
whi-ch have been developed by Qther 
m-embers of the committee far your ben­
efit. Rathell do I want to use the few 
minutes allotted me to call attention to 
certain changes that seem both advisable 
and necessa;ry if this method is to carry 
out in fact the prineiple Mr. Stettinius 
says has been "hammered out:• namely, 
the principle of total cooperati-on amo:ng 
the nati:ons. This principle put into 
effect can point the way of the future. 

The Lend-Les;se Act was very much an 
experiment, and it has been put into op:­
era.tion .. as experiments are .. by the trial 
and error method. It is our ptesent way 
of working with our allies and they with 
us. If it is to be continued, and I trust 
it may be, it is my opinion that. it could 
and shoul<J. be strengthened by being 
made :more reafistie and more effective. 
To this end I will call yeur attention to 
the hearings, which sho.w quite ~onclu­
sively that the program is {Jpera'tled as 
an integraL part of a. global strategy for 
waging war. 

It is very evident that the allocation of 
shipment oi lend-lease supplies· depends· 
upen the decisions made by the military 
group. The supplies are poeled. These 
military authorities. have been brought 
together to decide upon war strategy 
and to- plan procedures as to the relative 
strategi-c needs of the frents upon which 
will fall the greatest bwrdens of the war 
as well as the shifting and tmpredictable 
fortunes of battle. 

It becomes. increasingly apparent that 
too wa-r- eanno.t be won unless. there is a 
com:Pletely integrated and over-all 
strategy, agreed upon by the United­
Nations; or at least by the foUl! great n"a­
tions who are carrying the brunt ef the 
figh~ingr th-e United States, Great 
B:ritai:n, the Soviet Union, and China. 

This is true both from a military point 
o! view and from the standpoint of de­
veloping the. kind of cooperation in ac­
tion and in mutua:! trast which is the 
only possible guaranty of s stable post­
wan; world. 

Therefore, if the lend-lease program 
is to become a truly- powerful factor in 
developing; that relati-onship. we ought 
to make it the kind of agency that will 
set a~ example for joint aetion of the 
United Nations. 

The:President•s speech upon his return 
f.rom Ca:sab:lanca indieated that the gen­
e:ual strategy for prosecuting the war 
makes it more necessary than ever that 
there be the ful.llest patrticipation by the 
United Nations in the exeetltion of this 
strategy. 

It is not: enough ~ sa1 tlmt our- an­
thorttfes have constant contact with rep­
resentatives C!lf our allies. What is needed 
is; fo:tma1 and equal partteipati<>n l)y 

those sltaring in the g:~;ea.test sacrifices 
and making the greatest contributions 
teward the· common goal. The- laek of 
this equ'S.l and formal partieipatien is· 
evidenced by the eropping up of differ­
ences from time to time among the 

United Nations which serve only· to- give 
fuel to those who would like to disrupt 
the United Nations coalition. 

Recently· we dealt only with England. 
As we grew we did not grow in our meth­
od. As the scope of the activity is ex­
tended, we sh-ould exten-d these boards of 
strategy and of confeJ.Tence. It is unin­
telligent n()t to. Our ebjective is the at­
tainment of an unbreakable unity of the 
United Nations,_ based upon full agree­
ment on a global strategy for speedy and 
complete victory and a lasting. peoce. 
The lend-lease program should and can 
be made a more effective instrument for 
achieving these ooj ectives. 

In the first place, the chief policy­
making body which determines lend­
lease allocations is the combined gen­
eral sta:t!s. I repeat that at present 
these include only the staffs of the 
United States and Great Britain. It is. 
my certainty and convi-ction that both 
the Soviet Union and China should be 
foliinall'y included. 

The instrumentalities for executing_ 
the policies of the lend-lease are the vari­
ous combined boards, such as the Muni­
tions Assignment Board. Raw Materials 
Board, Food Board,. and so. forth. These 
boards a!so should be broadened to in­
clude China and the Soviet Union. None 
of the witnesses heard resisted the idea, 
and tht. testimony of M:r. Stettinius indi­
cates that be considers this a very impor­
tant question and that he feels it comes 
entirely within the function of Congress 
to make suggestions. To my mind,. it is 
not only the function of Congress but its 
duty in the determination of sound poll-

. cies for prosecuting the war. 
I am well aware that it may oe argued 

that we cannot include two of our allies 
and omit the rest,. and tnat such full in­
clusion would be unwiefdy and unwork­
ab-le. To my mind, the other nations 
woul'd' be thoroughly satisfied to have the 
combined war boards consist of repre­
sentatives. from the four nations upon 
whom victory depends-,. namely, the 
Unfted States~ Great Britain,. the Soviet 
Union,. and China~ The fate of all the 
other nations. depends. upon these major 
allies. 

It can be argued further that inasmuch 
as the Soviet Union is not at war with 
Japan she thel'efore could no.t sit. in on 
joint strategy meetings without creating 
a s-t:raiD in her relations with Japan. 
W:hl.y not let her be- the judge o.f that? 
After an, she eould be given the oppor­
tunity. SUrely we cannot be so naive as 
tQ believe that some plan could not be 
worked out which would make it clear 
that her participation would be limited 
to, those s.trateg.y questions having t()deal 
w.ith the enemy we are fighting in com­
mon. 

. China. is. fighting with us. Her situa­
tion is clear. She has withstood the 
enemy over a period of years with un­
believable cou.rage. She is an essential 
part of allied strength and strategy in 
Asia, but she is not rep:resented on the· 
combi-ned general staffs or upon the com­
bined boo.rds of the lend-lease agency. 

IncidentaUy, may I inject he;r;e that our 
alfrangements with China. could be put 
immediately upon a protocol basis as are 
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those with Russia. that she might have at 
once a larger proportion of our produc­
tion and better priorities. 

It has been argued that these com­
bined boards, including the chiefs of 
staff. are limited to the United States 
and the United Kingdom because they 
are the chief producing nations. Such 
an argument cannot stand against the 
constant reiteration by witnesses and by 
all exponents of lend-lease that it is an 
over-all program of reciprocal assistance 
and that an incalculable factor must be 
in terms of human life, of territory, and 
of their consequent suffering and im­
measurable courage. The testimony as 
well as the language of the master agree­
ments repeat time and time again that 
the mutual benefits cannot be counted 
in dollars and cents alone. The philoso­
phy of lend-lease. as I understand it, is 
based upon such contributions by each 
nation best calculated to serve the com­
mon goaL 

It seems obvious that if it is to serve 
the common welfare, it must be based 
upon a common strategy for conducting 
tbe war. Any other approach mini­
mizes both the effectiveness of lend­
lease aid during the war, and the possi-

·bilities for the fullest development of 
~ mutual confidence and trust among the 
United Nations for victory and a durable 

.peace. Therefore. I would urge upon this 

. 'bodY the _consideration of methods by 
which the organization of lend-lease 

. make itself more truly the combined ef­

.fort of the four great decisive Allied Na­
tions, that it may reflect more truly the 
desire of the people of these United 
States to work in closest possible co­
operation with these powers. with the 
.hope that the attitudes and the under-

. standings growing out of such mutual 
cooperation may prove to be a. frame­
work upon which can be built the struc­
ture of world peace. I am in hearty 

·agreement with those who suggested that 
in some manner we try to establish a 
different nickname for the bill. Mutual 
war aid does very much better express 
the meaning, the reality, and the actual­
ity of what is going on today. I also 
urge upon the House at this moment that 
it feel its responsibility for the emphasis 
upon this strategy of the war from the 
focal point of this· strategy. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentlewoman from Ohio has expired. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from South 
Dakota [Mr. MUNDT]. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Chairman. when 
the original lend-1ease bill was before 

·us in 1941, I was among those who op­
. posed it, and who wrote and signed the 
minority report setting forth the rea­
sons· why we did not think it would ac­
complish its avowed purpose of keeping 
the United States out of the war, and 
proposing what we believed were equally 
effective and much less dangerous means 
of this country extending aid to our 
friends across the seas. Those of us who 
opposed the Lend-Lease Act in 1941 did 
so because we believed it would carry 

·us closer to war and perhaps bring our 
involvement in a bloody conflict which 
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we were not prepared to fight and which 
we hoped wise diplomacy and a sharply 
stepped-up hemispheric-preparedness 
program would enable us to a void. Pro­
ponents of the act heralded it as an act 
to keep us out of war. 

Following a protracted debate, how­
ever, Congress passed the Lend-Lease 
Act. after 160 Members of this House 
had expressed a preference for the al­
ternative plan outlined in the minority 
report. and which was incorporated in 
a bill, which I had introduced in the 
House. Once lend-lease became the law 
of the land. I voted for all of the appro­
priations to implement it, because our 
own preparedness was then tied in with 
it, and today I am taking the floor to 
urge Members to . vote for this bill ex­
tending the effectiveness. of the Lend-

.Lease Act for another 12 months. I do 
this because, with America at war, lend­
lease has become an important part of 

. our whole war program. It is closely 
connected and inextricably interwoven 
with all of the problems of supplying 
our own fighting forces, and with keep­
ing supplied our allies, fighting with us 
for victory in this war. 

While lend-lease failed in the a vowed 
· purpose expressed by its 1941 supporters, 
. of keeping us out of war, it is today a 
war measure, and as such, merits your 
support. in my opinion. the same as you 
vote for guns or ships or tanks or planes 
to be used in fighting the war. It is a 

. device today for advancing our cause in 
the war and the hurrying up of victory 
for our side of the fight. 

I think it would be folly to stop in the 
middle of war to develop some other pro­
gram of. interallied cooperation in inter­
changing supplies of war between mem­
bers of the United Nations. I think even 
if lend-lease were not being wisely ad­
ministered it would be better now to at­
tempt to improve the administration of 
it than to se~ up now in the middle of 
the war an entirely new and different 
machinery for serving the objective it 
supplies. 

However, today I am particularly 
gratified in my own mind in being able 
to urge the extension of this act for an­
other 12 months, because I think that 
the act by and large has been wisely ad­
ministered and we do not have that par­
ticular hurdle to cross. I think that un­
der the administration of Edward R. 
stettinius, Jr., that gentleman has 
brought to the administration of lend­
lease a wealth of patriotic and sincere 
effort and ability, which can give the 
entire country a feeling of satisfaction 
that the act is being wisely and well ad­
ministered. Throughout our hearings 
Mr. Stettinius was available for consulta­
tion with the committee, and eager to 
receive criticisms. and happy to make 
corrections wherever the criticisms 
seemed to be well founded. I would like 
to quote just a short statement about the 
administration of lend-lease which ap­
peared in the Evening Star of Washing­
ton of Friday, March 5. in the column of 
Mr. Frank R. Kent. He says: 

Lease-lend was the President's plan. It was 
he who presented it to the last Congress and 

obtained its adoption. But the sort of non• 
partisan support it is now receiving is cer .. 
tainly largely due to the character and per• 
sonality of Mr. Stettinius himself. 

In his appearances before congressioniu 
committees, there has been nothing of the 
swagger and arrogance typical of some o! 
the agency beads and nothing of the tricky 
evasion typical of others. On the contrary. 
his complete candor in answering questions 
and providing full information, plus the ob­
vious fact that he knows what he is doing 
and how to do it, made the kind of impression 

. that compelled the response he got. 

I am sure that every member of tha 
House Foreign Affairs Committee agrees 
with this summary by Frank Kent, and 
is happy over the fact that Mr. Stettinius 
is the Director and Administrator of 
Lend-Lease. 

Now that I have made my position 
clear regarding my conviction that lend­
lease should be extended another 12 
months. I want to record some observa­
tions growing out of the month of hear­
ings we devoted to the bill-and I might 
say in connection with these hearings, 
because my genial friend, the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. VoRYS], and I endeav-· 
ored futilely but with determination 2 
years ago to have open and adequate 
hearings on lend-lease, that we have no 
complaint to make this time about the 
type of hearings that were conducted 
in connection with the extension of the 
Lend-Lease Act. 

I still wish we could have had hearinrrs 
of this type 2 years ago when that mem­
orable bill was before the Congress; but 
I want to say I am sure the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. VoRYS], joins me in that 
feeling that we congratulate the com­
mittee and the chairman, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. BLooM], on the fact 
that this time no gag rule was applied. 
This time we were permitted to have 
complete and adequate bearings. I sin­
cerely hope that this is a harbinger, in-' 
dicating the type of hearings we shall 
have henceforth in the Foreign Affairs 
Committee of the House. It was exceed­
ingly gratifying to observe this improved 
procedure and I think that was one rea-. 
son why we were able to work out minor 
differences in the writin~ of the commit­
tee report and present to you not two 
reports, as we have done so many times 
in the past, but a unified, unanimous 
committee report, which, while it is true, 
does not represent exactly the precise 
and complete opinions of each member 
of the committee, still does provide a 
common denominator of attitudes which 
we were all happy to sign, thus present­
ing to you a unanimous report by our 
committee. 

I cannot join in all the high superla­
tives engaged in by some of the Members 
speaking in behalf of this bill. After all, 
this is just a piece of man-made legisla­
tion. We are not asking you to pass 
upon some gilded lily or some utopian 
scheme handed down from Mount Olym­
pus by halo-bearing gods. We are ask­
ing you to extend for another 12 months 
a man-made answer to a very serious 
human problem, and, as a man-made 
piece of legislation, it is subject to all the 
ills and woes to which we human beings 
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·are. heir. I · think therefore that after 
we have, I hope by almost unanimous 

·vote, extended the Lend-Lease Act for 
another 12 months, the Congress will not 
retire to the cloakroom and fall asleep at 
the switch, congratulating itself that it 
·has done its job and that victory must 
now certainly be imminent. The admin­
istration of the Lend-Lease Act is a 
colossal job and even with so great and 
good an administrator as Mr. Stettinius, 
he needs the support, the constructive 
criticisms, and suggestions of the Mem­
bers of the House and of the Senate. 

I am glad th-at at least the House Com­
mittee on Foreign Affairs spent 4 long 
weeks in analyzing the legislation, in 
presenting criticisms to the Administra­
tor, in having his replies in clarifying 
the atmosphere, unlike the rather sorry 
spectacle presented by a similar commit­
tee of another body that did not take the 
time to investigate conditions, but folded 

~ up its tent after hearing a witness or 
two, saying that everything must be 0. 
K. I am glad that we have at least made · 
a conscientious effort to get before the 
country and the Congress the facts in­
volved in the case. I beseech the Mem­
bers of this body, because I believe the 
salvation of this Repu~lic lies primarily 

·. with the Members of the House of Rep­
resentatives, after we have approved the 
extension of the act, to feel perfectly 
free to consult with the Administrator of 
the Lend-Lease Act and with others in 
authority, concerning little differences of 
opinion, concerning problems and criti· 
cisms, and suggestions you may have 
for improvements, and I urge you to 
make a studied effort to clarify the at­
mosphere and prevent false and iniqui­
tous rumors from spreading over the 
country like wildfire. 

I am sure· a little careful discussion 
. of the problems will frequently dispel the 
' ugly little rumors which are not based 
upon facts, but which frequently grow 
out of a lack of knowledge or a failure 
to get all the fac.ts. 

THE CHINESE SITUATION 

Now, let me discuss specifically five or 
· six or seven observations, if time will 
permit, which)lave come to me from a 
study of this act. The first deals with 
the Chinese situation. It was brought 

·out clearly in our hearings by witness 
after witness that what we are giving 
China so far, from the standpoint of 

·materials arrivin~ inside of China ready 
for warfare, is but a very sorry percent­
age of what we would like to make avail­
able. It is true we say in the report of 
the committee-and it is a unanimous 
opinion of the entire group--on page 4: 

Inadequate as they are, lend-lease supplies 
now being flown into China exceed the 
amount of lend-lease supplies which were 
carried over the Burma Road for use in China. 

That is sort of paraphrasing of a more 
famous statement given in more distin­
guished company one time. But since I 
am signatory to the statement, I think 
it only fair to all the country, to this 
Congress, and to China to say that we 
recognize that these supplies are seri­
ously inadequate. One witness before 
our committee said they are, "Next to · 

nothing." Another one said, "They are 
a mere trickle." So while it is true, it is 
also a little tricky to say that, ''More 

·lend-lease supplies are being fiown into 
China than were carried over the Burma 
Road for use in China," because so very, 
very few supplies were carried over the 
Burma Road to China from lend -lease 
activities. That is not the fault of the 
Administrator of Lend-Lease. It is not 
altogether the fault of the President. It 
is a difficulty arising out of a situation 
whereby the Burma Road being closed, 
transportation difficulties arise making it 
very difficult to get supplies from India 
to China, even after they have arrived in 
India from the United States. 

So, as I say, my first suggestion deals 
with the Chinese situation, because I am 
one of those who feels with some of the 
witnesses appearing before our commit­
tee, that where there is a will there must 
always be a way to be of more material 
aid to China. · I think one way presently 
available, although not bein~ presently 
utilized to any great extent, is for this 
country, through its combined boards 
which make the final decision, to deter­
mine to start sending now some fighting 
planes to China, which can be fiown all 
the way from this country to China, so , 
that there are no transportation difficul­
ties involved. All it requires is the will 
to put into Chinese hands without delay 
fighti_ng planes which can be used in 
helping protect that great and gallant 
people against the attacks of the Japan­
ese. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. I yield. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. The 

C. N. A. C. in China is performing a great 
service in flying war materiel and per­
sonnel in. It may be easily done . 

Mr. MUNDT. Yes, indeed. I thank 
the ·lady for her observation. If we will 

. make available, as some of the witnesses 
pointed out, some ·fighting planes to 
China-they now have the pilots ready 
to use them-it . will stimulate their 
morale and will give them a hitting power 
in the air which they now lack, and I 
wish to emphasize the fact again there is 
nothing in the world except the failure to 
make a favorable decision preventing our 
sending those planes to China now. 
They could have been sent 6 months ago, 
3 months ago, 6 weeks ago; still they ~re 
not being sent. I want to put in my 
individual plea, that while the empha­
sis seems to be on the war on the 
European front, at · the same time we 
must not be entirely asleep to the great 
menace of Japan. The least we should 
do is to fly planes into China now, since 
no transportation difficulties are involved 
and even 1 day's output of our planes 
if sent to China by ferry command would 
pay inestimable dividends in this global 
war. 

The CHAIRMAN. The· time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentlewoman yield me 5 additional 
minutes? 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
yield the gentleman 5 additional min-

utes. May I ask a question of the 
Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentlewoman 
from Massachusetts will state her ques­
tion. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
Does the Chair know how late we are go­
ing to run this afternoon? If I knew 
that, it would aid me in the yielding of 
time. I think the rule provides for 2 
days of general debate and while I sup­
pose it will finish this evening, yet as has 
happened in the past, there may be ad­
ditional debate tomorrow. I know many 
Members would like to know how much 
time remains for general debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ad­
vised only that the rule provides for 2 
days of debate. The debate will proceed 
until the Committee rises. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Then 
it will be necessary to stay until late 
tonight if we are to finish, undoubtedly. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not 
advised as to the number of requests for 
time. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. The 
rule provides for 2 full days of debate. 

Mr. MUNDT. We will stay here until 
we finish the debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is the opinion of 
the Chair that when the debate is fin­
ished the Chairman . of the Committee 
will move that tl;le Committee rise. Un­
til that is done the pres.ent occupant of 
the .chair will preside. 

Mr. MUNDT. Mr. Chairinan, quoting 
the· persistent comment of the gentle­
man from Florida, JOE HENDRICKS, I hope 
this is not being taken out of my time. 

The CHAffiMAN. The Presiding Offi­
cer has no control over the hours of de .. 
bate. The rule provides for 2 full · days. 
The time is subject to control by the 

·Chairman of the Committee and the 
ranking minority member. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, a 
parliamentary inquiry . 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will 
state it. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Would not the 
2 full days of debate end whenever the 
House had its fill of debate? Then the 
2 days would be over. 

Mr. O'HARA and Mrs. ROGERS o! 
Massachusetts rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
from South Dakota yield? If so, to 
whom? 

Mr. MUNDT. I yield to the gentleman 
from Minnesota. 

Mr. O'HARA. Mr. Chairman, I want 
to compliment the gentleman for his 
statement on aid to China, because he, 
in my opinion, points out what the ad­
ministration should do; but let me ask 
the gentleman, the House itself,· why 
other gentlemen, or myself, have not been 
asked or given opportunity to express 
ourselves as to the administration of 
lend-lease? 

Mr. MUNDT. That is correct. And 
I think you will agree with me we should 
not be asked oh matters of military pol-

. icy. That, after all, involves a military 
decision to be made by the military au­
thorities. In that connection may I sug­
gest those decisions are not niade · by 



1943 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 1747 
Mr. Stettinius. The determination of 
who gets these planes is made by a 
highly complicated group of Boards and 
administrators who, as the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH] stated, 
give orders to Mr. Stettinius. 

LEND-LEASE BOOKKEEPING 

I want now to discuss my second ob­
servation, and that is the bookkeeping 
situation in connection with lend-lease. 
The accounts on our side are well and 
accurately kept and you have been sup­
plied with the facts and figures concern­
ing how much lend-lease has been ap­
propriated, how much money has been 
authorized, where it has been allocated, 
and how it has been spent. These 
American accounts are in terms of dol­
lars and cents. The difficulty· arises be­
cause of the fact that we do not have 
this type of bookkeeping on the part of 
the other United Nations, since appar­
ently lend-lease in reverse is written up 
in terms of socks, in terms of telephone 
wire, in terms of food, and in terms of 
blankets, rather than in terms of shill­
ings or pounds or dollars and cents. 
Consequently there is considerable con­
fusion as to how much lend-lease in re­
verse actually does add up to and as to 
:Qow much of a two-way street lend-lease 
really has become. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. I yield. 
Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Is it not tru~ 

. that the duty of Congress is only to legis­
late; that the obligation of administra­
tion is entirely on the executive branch 
of the Government and does not rest on 
the Congress? 

Mr. MUNDT. That is true, but I think 
the Congress has the duty and the obli­
gation to keep a weather eye open on 
all of its administrative and executive 
associates. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. The · Congress 
has nothing to do with administering 
the act. 

Mr. MUNDT. That is correct. All de­
tails and decisions of an administrative 
nature are determined by the President 
or those to whom he delegates his au­
thority; 

We have been unable until today, until 
the very hour the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. WADSWORTH], went on the floor 
of the House this afternoon and said 
that Mr. Stettinius had given him pri­
vately and he hoped he was not reveal­
ing a confidence when he made it avail­
able to the country, to determine the 
amount of lend-lease in reverse coming 
from Grea-t Britain. Up until the time 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WADSWORTH] said Mr. Stettinius has 
given him this fiscal fact in private which 
he in turn relayed to the House our com­
mittee was unable to pry loose any spe­
cific figure or estimation as to the value 
of lend-lease in reverse. Today for the 
first time we are told that "it is crowd­
ing $1,000,000,000." The thing that 
hurts me is that we could not have had 
that information brought out candidly 
and openly during the hearings of the 
committee rather than to have it relayed 

to us indirectly at this time. However, 
I am happy that at long last in all events 
we are getting at a system of bookkeeping 
which we can all understand, because 
trying to compare billions of dollars of 
American money with socks, blankets, 
telephone wire, and tea coming from an­
other country is a soul-perplexing task. 

I hope our Appropriations Committee 
will follow through on the. lead provided 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WADSWORntJ, with further inquiries as it 
examines the :financial aspects of lend­
lease, and-tell us ·whether or not we can­
not secure from the administration of 
lend-lease :figures which are comparable 
in terms of shillings and pounds or dol­
lars and cents, not for the purpose of 
trying to make a dollar-for-dollar ad­
justment, but for the purpose of being 
candid and honest and open and forth­
right with the American taxpayers, who 
after all pay the cost of lend -lease. I 
see no reason for confusing the issues 
and keeping one set of books in terms of 
dollars and cents and the other set of 
books in terms of socks and blankets. 
The British know how to keep books; the 
British are keeping books on their ex­
penses, and they certainly know what 
each item is wortli in terms of their own 
currency. They do not just keep books 
in terms of pairs of blankets, dozens of 
socks, or pounds of telephone wire; they 
keep books in terms of their own cur­
rency, and it is not a very difficult opera­
tion to translate pounds sterling and 
shillings into dollars and cents. The 
lend-lease bookkeeping system should be 
such on both sides that each can get the 
benefit of the system as we go along. I 
see no virtue in concealment and no 
value in unnecessary confusion. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MUNDT. I .yield. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 

Congress should ask for an auditing of 
the books. 

Mr. MUNDT. What is needed prima­
rily is a frank and full accounting as we 
go along in terms that are understand­
able to all. 

We have no question about the honesty 
of the other side; we are not questioning 
our own integrity; we are simply asking 
for the approximate figures so that we 
can give our citizens comparable :figures, 
:figures they can understand, instead of 
attempting to bewilder the people as to 
what lend-lease in reverse actually means. 
Nobody is complaining about the fact that 
we are extending this aid; we are simply 
asking that the facts be made available 
to the citizens who are paying the money 
and whose boys are doing the :fighting. 
The way to do this is to evaluate reverse 
lend-lease in terms of monetary values 
where that is possible. Now I come to 
the relationship of lend-lease to the com­
bined boards. I am not going to discuss 
it at great length because the gentleman 
from California [Mr. VooRHIS] has gone 
into that situation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman 5 additional minutes. 

LEND-LEASE AND THE COMBINED BOARDS 

Mr. MUNDT. , Mr. Chairman, may I 
. suggest to the members of the committee 
that for a- rather interesting resume of 
the way in which lend-lease operates rel­
ative to ~he combined boards you should 
read the hearings from page 337 to 340. 
I think you will :find reading those hear­
ings is a good deal like trying to explain 
a passage in Greek to a. 12-year-old boy 
by translating it into Latin. It is a 
highly confusing interpretation, but it 
at least brings out the point made by 
the gentlewoman from Ohio [Mrs. BoL­
TON]. It is unfortunate that more of the 
United Nations are not represented on 
these combined boards of strategy, and I 
think it brings out as well that it is un­
fortunate that Mr. Stettinius has to take 
orders, as the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. WADSWORTH] says, and has not a 
little more determining power from the 
standpoint of giving orders. I will not go 
into that any ~urther because there are 
one or two other matters I want to 
take up. 

THE APPROPRIATIONS COMMITTEE AND 
LEND-LEASE 

The following subject has to do with 
the Appropriations Committee of the 
House. I would like to point out, as has 
been said here previously, that the 
House Foreign Affairs Committee is a 
committee entrusted with the formula­
tion of policy. It is a policy-making 
committee. It is not a financial or 
bookkeeping committee . . It does not ap­
propriate money. I think a tremendous 
responsibility is imposed . upon the Ap­
propriations Committee of this House to 
study carefully the requests for lend­
lease, whatever those requests may be. 

At the time of the hearings, the Lend­
Lease Administrator told us he was un­
able to even make an estimate of how 
much more money would be requested. 
Of course that estimate is now in the 
process of being prepared. It will be 
presented to the Appropriations Com­
mittee and I urge you members of that 
committee to keep in mind when that 
time comes the fact thE..t over $63,000,-
000,000 have already been appropriated 
for lend-lease. There was some discus­
sion about that earlier t'Jday, and I 
quoted from Mr. Stettinius' statement on 
page 64 of the report submitted to the 
Congress on January 25, 1943, known as 
House Document No. 57. You will find 
there the :figure of over $63,000,000,000 
that has so far been appropriated for 
lend-lease. 

May I point out that a billion dollars 
in American money is approximately $8 
per man, woman, and child in America. 
The average American family consists of 
:five, which means that a billion dollars 
to a family of :five is a debt of $40. That 
$63,000,000,000 means a family obligation 
of some $2,500 which every family in 
America has invested in lend-lease. 
With that colossal figure staring us in 
the face I submit our Appropriations 
Committee has a very devout responsi­
bility to the membership of this House 
and to the country to analyze carefully 
the requests coming in for additional 
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lend-lease funds and to find out some­
thing in terms of American dollars re­
garding the lend-lease in reverse that is 
coming back to us. 

Mr. CHIPERFIELD. Will the gentle-
man yield? · 

Mr. MUNDT. I yield to the gentle­
man from Illinois. 

Mr. CHIPERFIELD. The gentleman 
states that $63,000,000,000 has been au­
thorized? 

Mr. MUNDT. No. Sixty-three bil­
lion dollars has been appropriated, not 
authorized. That is the figure on page 
64. If you will look at the testimony of 
Mr. Stettinius you will find that is the 
figure. . 

Mr. KEE. Will the gentleman y1eld? 
Mr. MUNDT. I yield to the gentleman 

from West Virginia. 
Mr. KEE. If the gentleman will refer 

to page 64 I . would like for him to read 
to the House the statement made at the 
head of that page. 

Mr. MUNDT. Page 64? 
Mr. KEE. Yes. 
Mr. MUNDT. "Recapitulation of aid 

authorized." 
Mr. KEE. The next two lines. 
Mr. MUl\"DT. "The amount of lend­

lease that may be provided under the 
various acts is summarized as follows." 

Mr. KEE. "That may be provided." 
Mr. MUNDT. Yes; and then let us 

read the next line, "Lend-lease appro­
priations to the President", and also the 
next line. 

Mr. KEE. Appropriated to the 
present. 

Mr. MUNDT. Right. Then the next 
black line, "Transfers authorized from 
other appropriations," and the next 
black line, "Value of ships which may be 
leased." A ship has to have an appro­
priation before it can be built or put to 
sea; certainly, before it can be leased. 

Mr. KEE. The gentleman made the 
statement to the House that the total 
amount named was $63,000,000,000. 

Mr. MUNDT. That is correct. 
Mr. KEE. The statement on page 64 

is distinctly to the effect that the amount 
is authorized, not appropriated. 

Mr. MUNDT. No. The word "appro­
priated" is spelled out. We need not 
argue the language here. Any Member 
of Congress can read it and determine 
which of us is correct. Page 64, we agree, 
is the page on which it is found. The 
statements I have just quoted specifically 
say "appropriated." There can be no 
question about that. 

LEND-LEASE AND FOODSTUFFS 

I wish to discuss next the subject of 
foodstuffs. On pages 339, 340, and 341 
we find a description of the manner in 
which foodstuffs are supplied to the 
British Empire. May I say at the begin­
ning that I have no criticism particu­
larly with the way in which those food­
stuffs are supplied or handled. They are 
provided by this Government through 
lend-lease, free of charge to the British 
Government. The British Government 
sells the supplies to the British civilians. 
This money then goes back to the Brit­
ish exchequer and becomes a part of the 
general British fund and much of it 
is used in buying supplies to give our 

soldiers in the camps abroad. But there 
again we have bewilderment and confu­
sion in terms of what is actually lend­
lease in reverse. The money thus ac­
cruing to the British treasury is a sub­
stantial amount, but until we get the 
figures anybody's guess is as good as 
anybody else's as to just how much it 
actually is. 

But to a substantial extent, at least, 
our lend-lease· in reverse is being paid 
for from money received by the BritiSh 
Exchequer from foodst1:1ffs delivered to 
Britain free of charge under our lend­
lease funds and then sold to the British 
public. 

To that extent it follows that the 
American taxpayers are paying for so­
called lend-lease in reverse. Since the 
foodstuffs and materials supplied our 
forces in Britain are listed by Major 
Spielgelberg as being included in ·what 
we receive from Britain as lend-lease in 
reverse it is only common candor to 
point out that as an offset against such 
accounting there should be included the 
money received by the British Govern­
ment from the sale of foodstuffs which 
this country gives to Britain in the first 
instance. 

Mr. Chairman, my 'p:ea here is not 
against the manner in which these food­
stuffs are sold nor the method in which 
the monetary returns therefrom are 
handled. My plea is simply for less 
confusion and contradiction in the man­
ner in which r Jports are given to the 
American taxpayer and for complete 
candor in listing the : cturn benefits 
from lend-lease. Unquestionably we 
are securing some direct return benefits 
in terms of suppEes and services as an 
offset against part of what we are spend­
ing for lend-lease; unfortunately ·these 
return benefits as yet are unknown in 
terms of dollar values and they are not 
as great as many had been given cause 
to hope for. 

May I also point out, Mr. Chairman, 
that since lend-lease in the future seems 
to be planning to send less of the heavy 
materials of war, fewer tanks, and fewer 
guns proportionately, and since the ex­
port of foodstuffs seems destined to 
double or treble, there may be reason to 
reexamine the method by which our 
Government is reimbursed for foodstuffs 
sold for cash by those receiving it. To 
date, I feel no great injustice has been 
done, but, as shipments of food double 
or treble in size, it is possible a more 
equitable system of bookkeeping and of 
settling food accounts may become de­
sirable. The Appropriations Committee 
may want to give consideration to this 
as it meets additional demands for added 
billions for lend-lease purposes. In fact, 
on page 341 of the hearings accompany­
ing this resolution, Mr. Stettinius him­
self indicates that a different system 
might become desirable. Let me quote 
you the last paragraph of his report on 
the manner in which foodstuffs are sup­
plied and sold under lend-lease. He 
says, on page 341 of the hearings: 

One final point should, however, be em­
phasized. If the disposition of lend-lease 
goods results, at any time, in unjustified 
benefits to a foreign government, the Office 
of Lend-Lease Administration, acting with 

the State Department, the Treasury, and · 
other interested Government agencies, is 
empowered to, and will, reexamine the basis 
on which lend-lease. aid is furnished and dis­
tributed and make such adjustments as may 
be necessary. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit that this Con­
gress is one of those "other interested 
Government agencies." I submit we 
should examine the periodic 90-day re­
ports of lend-lease in this connection. 
We should not and we must not try to 
drive a hard bargain with our allies in 
this war. I for one am glad we are able 
to supply them with materials of war, 
and I want them all, including Russia · 
and China, to get all they require to de­
feat the Axis. However, you and I have 
a responsibility too, to protect the finan­
cial integrity of the United States. We 
must constantly measure our pattern by 
our cloth. The House Appropriations 
Committee primarily has that respon­
sibility. 

To have a realistic victory in this war 
we must have a solvent United States to 
which our fighting forces can return and 
which can play a vital part in the world 
after the war. With lend-lease already 
responsible for a $2,500 mortgage on the 
home of every average-sized family in 
America the time has come when we 
must begin considering our own eco­
nomic capacity ·and when sound patriot­
ism requires that we at least maintain 
insofar as possible a comparable . and 
relative solvency . when compared with out partners in this war. If the for- . 
mula is to be that each shall contribute 
as it can we must take stock to make 
certain that each is really doing what it 
can in order that after the war is over 
each can have a fair ~nd equal oppor­
tunity to rehabilitate its domestic econ­
omy and to take its rightful place in 
world affairs. 

LEND-LEASE AND FARM MACHINERY 

Mr. Chairman, I come now to some ob­
servations concerning the operations of 
lend-lease in the export of farm ma­
chinery, a product in which this country 
even now is suffering a most serious 
shortage. I went into this subject at · 
some length during the course of our 
committee hearings. Mr. Stettinius has 
convinced me that the desperate short­
age of farm machinery from which this 
country now is suffering is not the re­
sponsibility of lend-lease operations. 
While some highly important farm ma­
chinery has been exported to Great 
Britain and to our other allies, the 
amount in terms of the percentage of 

, our total production is not great. Fur­
thermore, it is hoped this farm machin­
ery will reduce demands upon this coun­
try for the exportation of foodstuffs in 
which we are already beginning to feel 
the pinch produced from a combination 
of unwise planning in the fields of farm 
labor, farm prices, production quotas, 
and the manufacture of farm machinery. 

A word of explanation might be in ~ 
order as to the method in which Amer­
ican farm machinery is di~tributed and 
used when it is sent' abroad. Since 
Britain is the greatest recipient .of our 
farm machinery, let us examine how' 
American farm machinery is handled 
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when it arrives in Britain. This was 
brought out by questions which I asked 
Mr. Stettinius during our committee 
hea..rings. I quote from page 29 of the 
committee hearings: 

Mr. MUNDT. Of the $16,000,000 worth of 
farm machinery which has been lend-leased, 
$3,500,000 has been sold. We understand how 
that has been handled. The other 13 mil­
lion handled under lend-lease? 

Mr. STETTINIUS. That is right. 
Mr. MuNDT. Is that loaned? Is that ma­

chinery you expect to bring back after the 
war, or what will happen to that after the 
war? 

Mr. STETTINIUS. Under the master agree­
ment with the United Kingdom that is 
spelled out. We have the option to take back 
any lend-lease supplies which are not de­
stroyed, exhausted, or consumed. Actually 
we keep title to the tractors. The tractors 
are numbered and a full record is kept and 
that is a decision for others at a later date. 
The United States Government has the op­
tion under the master agreement to take 
them back or leave them. 

Mr. MUNDT. Yes; but the master agreement 
though seems to emphasize we will take back 
material which is primarily of value from the 
standpoint of our national defense. 

Mr. STETTINIUS. No, sir. It can be machine 
tools, farm tools, agricultural implements, or 
anything. 

Mr. MuNDT. Can you go into a little detail 
about that? Let us take an individual tractor 
manufactured by an American concern and 
purchased by American funds and loaned or 
leased to ~ritain. When it gets over there, 
how does 1t get to the individual farmer? 
Does that farmer get it through his Govern­
ment free? Does he pay for it? If he pays 
for it, what happens to the money? 

Mr. STETTINIUS. It is not sold. It is owned 
by the Government and, to us, the county 
agent would have assigned to him 10 tractors, 
say, for each given territory. Tb,ose tractors 
are kept working every hour they can. They 
are working them day and night. They are 
shifted from farm to farm. They are used in 
making airports one day and are used in road· 
construction the next day and are used for 
plowiug land the next day. 

Mr. MUNDT. I am trying to interpret the 
relationship of the individual English farmer, 
John Doe, English farmer, who has an Amer­
ican lend-lease tractor. Does he pay anything 
for the use of the tractor? 

Mr. STETTINIUS. No, sir. It is assigned to 
him by the Minister of Agriculture. 

Thus it will be seen that American 
farm machinery is furnished free of 
charge to the English farmer. We 
charge him nothing for it. The British 
Government makes no charge for its use. 
It is a very substantial form of farm re­
lief, made in America, for the English 
farmer. I find no fault with that, Mr. 
Chairman, but I think that this fact 
should be clearly pointed out, because 
some of the same metropolitan news­
papers which are loudest in their un­
stinted and uncritical -rraise of the en­
tire lend -lease program are also loudest 
and most vicious in their attacks upon 
the American farmer when he asks for 
justice from his Government. In .fact, 
some of the same big eastern news­
papers, which all too frequently seem 
to display more friendship for some for­
eign friend than they do for the Ameri­
can farmer, apparently divide their edi­
torial space between singing huzzahs for 
lend-lease and making whining criti­
cisms of the American farmer when he 
asks for fair priqes for his products or 

insists on securing either manpower or 
machinery so he can continue producing 
the food so vital -to the winning of this 
war. It seems no more than simple jus­
tice and logic that a Government capa­
ble of providing substantial farm relief 
for foreign farmers should also be ca­
pable of providing a program for our 
domestic farmers which will enable them 
to stay on the farm and meet the prob­
lems of production arising from this war. 
THE POSITION OF THIS CONGRESS IN LEND-LEASE 

Mr. Chairman, one further observation 
and I am through. Probably the most 
important responsibility of this Congress 
relates to its position in the final set­
tlements, benefits, and international 
agreements and policies stemming from 
lend-lease. A study of article VII of the 
master agreements and of section 3 (b) 
of the Lend-Lease Act reveals how far 
reaching these agreements and settle­
ments may be and indicates the manner 
in which executive action, unless prop­
erly restrained by constitutional and 
congressional limitations, can determine 
a vast multitude of post-war trends and 
policies. 

Throughout our hearings, the House 
Committee on Foreign Affairs sought 
and received assurances from Adminis­
tration witnesses that the rather loose 
and · unrestricted language of article 
VII of the Master Agreements intended 
no circumvention of the rights and pow­
ers of Congress. We were :flatly told 
that Congress would be consulted and 
that no binding commitments would be 
made which were not based upon consti­
tutional procedure and American tradi­
tion. We were also assured that not only 
was this understocd by the executive de­
partment of this country but that all of 
the United Nations had been fully ad­
vised concerning the machinery by which 
Americans govern themselves and deter­
mine upon their foreign policy. 

On page 120 of the hearings, for ex­
ample, Dean Acheson of the State De­
partment, made these matters emphati­
cally clear. I quote a paragraph or two 
from my questioning of him concerning 
the language and intent of article VII 
of the Master Agreements. 

Mr. AcHESON. That is one of things pro­
vided for in article VII here where it says: 

"At an early conven:ent date, conversations 
shall be begun between the two governments 
with a view to determining, in the light of 
governing economic conditions, the best 
means of attaining the above-stated objec- . 
tives by their own agreed action and of seek­
ing the agreed action of other like-minded 
governments." 

It says at an early co.1venient date conver­
sations shall be begun between the two gov­
ernments. And this is stated in all the 
agreements, and these conversations, it is 
also stated, are to be open to all other na­
tions of like mind with a view to determin­
ing in the light of governing economic con­
ditions the best means of obtaining the 
above-stated objectives. 

Now, in these conversations we will obvi­
ously find out what the other nations are 
thinking and what, in the light of their gov­
erning economic conditions, they will be pre­
pared to recommend to their constitutional 
legislative bodies. The result of this discus­
sion will undoubtedly, and I hope, be a series 
of recommendations which wm be made to 
the Congress or to the British Parliament 

and to the Russian legislative organization, 
and so on. And at that point it will be 
debated and considered and acted upon by 
the Congress. But there iS nothing in article 
VII which in any way controls or limits the 
Congress in the exercise of this constitutional 
power. 

The CHAmMAN. Mr. MUNDT, may I ask a 
question there? 

Mr. MuNDT. Yes; surely. 
The CHAmMAN. How do you connect this 

Lend-Lease Act up with any of these ques­
tions you are asking? The Lend-Lease Act, 
the way the Cha~r understands it, is merely 
for defense. 

Mr. MUNDT. That is the point. 
The CHAmMAN. How do you connect the 

question or the answer with the Lend-Lease 
Act? 

Mr. MUNDT. I will be very happy to answer 
that question. That is the thing that dis­
turbed me. I understood, as we all did when 
the act passed the Congress, that it was sup­
posed to be an act to promote the defense 
of the United States, and section III says 
that, notwithstanding the provisions of any 
other law, the President can, from time to 
time, when he deems it in the best interests 
of the national defense, authorize--and so 
forth. But from what I understand yester­
day from Mr. Acheson's own interpretation I 
think you said subsection E of section III 
wasn't that it? in the interpretation of that: 
these master agreements were entered into as 
a sort of an understanding of the basis of 
settlement. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is for a limited time. 
Mr. MUNDT. That is after lease-lend was 

over. I would like to continue the question 
to Mr. Acheson, if I may, whether you do not 
feel there is a relationship between lend­
lease per se and the master agreements? 

Mr. ACHESON. Well, obviously the master 
agreements--

Mr. MUNDT. If we did not have the one, we 
would not have the other. 

Mr. AcHESON. Well, obviously, the master 
agreements are made under the Lease-Lend. 
Act. 

Mr. MuNDT .. Yes; so that I think that .an­
swers the question about the relevancy of 
my questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is all right. 
Mr. MuNDT. Now, is your interpretation, 

Mr. Acheson, of this paragraph you have just 
read to me, picking up where you stopped 
reading "in the light of governing economic 
conditions, the best means of obtaining the 
above-stated objectives by their own agreed 
action," do you contemplate in any way that 
this agreed action is going to be taken by 
representatives of our executive department 
or of the various executive departments of · 
the Government in these conversations? 

Mr. ACHESON. No, Mr. MuNDT; the process, 
I think, as I have tried to describe it yester­
day, is that the President is. the authority 
under the Constitution which must conduct 
the negotiations with foreign nations. That 
he must do. There is no other authority to 
do it. And he has complete power in that 
field. When it comes to implementing any 
arrangement which he may negotiate, then 
we fall back on the constitutional frame­
work provided in the fundamental charter. 

Mr. MuNDT. I think that is pretty clear to 
all of us. · 

Mr. ACHESON. Yes. 
Mr. MuNDT. As those conversations are 

taken up, has that been made crystal clear 
to all the conferees of other governments? 

Mr. AcHESON. I do not think there is any 
question about the fact that all governments 
dealing with us understand thoroughly the 
framework of our Government. 

Mr. Chairman, in order that the rec­
ord might be clear as to the understand­
ing of your committee on this important 



1750 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE MARCH g· 

matter, we have included in our com­
mittee report, which has been signed 
unanimously, a summation of the un­
derstanding given us during these hear­
ings by administration witnesses with 
regard to the intent and the import ·of 
article VII and the powers expected to 
be utilized under that article of the mas­
ter agreements and under section 3 <b) 
of the Lend-Lease Act. I now quote 
this portion of the unanimous committee 
report to you as it is found in various 
paragraphs of pages 12, 13, and 14 of 
the report. I think Members of the 
Congress and citizens throughout the 
country should familiarize themselves 
with this interpretation since at this 
time no one can predict w-ith accuracy 
what President or which administration 
will be charged with the responsibility 
of winding up the affairs of lend-lease 
and it is imperative that the position 
and responsibility of Congress be clearly 
understood by one and all. I quote now 
from our unanimous committee report: 

Article VII does not in any way alter the 
constitutional relationship of Congress and 
the President in the field of economic policy. 
It does not reduce tariff barriers, nor remove 
discriminations, nor set up machinery to 
secure an expansion or employment, pro­
duction, and consumption. It does, how­
ever, bind the signatories to confer together, 
with all other countries of like mind, to de­
termine the best means of attaining the eco­
nomic objectives which it sets forth. Those 
conversations will concern all the subjects 
dealt with in article VII, without limitation 
or exception. The results of the negotiations 
undertaken in accordance with this pro­
vision are then to be referred for action to 
the proper constitutional authority in each 
of the countries concerned. 
· Your committee desires to state at this 
point that an important portion of the time 
spent in the hearings upon this bill, in both 
open and executive session, has been de­
voted to a thorough discussion of the func­
tions to be performed by the Congress in 
connection with the final agreements to be 
entered into by the United States and other 
nations, flowing from the operations of this 
act or further developments arising from this 
war. In those discussions your committee 
has been assured by responsible representa­
tives of the State Department and others 
holding positions of authority in the ex­
ecutive branch of the Government that, in 
their judgment, all agreements of a perma­
nent nature with other nations flowing from 
this act and post-war developments, must of 
·necessity be handled in accordance with the 
normal course of our constitutional pro­
cedure. Confident that it is the intent of the 
Congress as well as the administration that 
the constitutional procedure pursued since 
the beginning of our Government shall con­
tinue to prevail, your committee stands ready 
to cooperate in any and every effort to achieve 
a peace which shall bless us and our descend­
ants. The proposals for forward action in 
the economic field contemplated by article 
VII must be handled in accordance with the 
normal course of our constitutional pro­
cedure, by statutes, treaties, or executive 
agreements, as may prove proper. The powers 
of the Senate in the field of treaties are un­
impaired, as are those of the Congress in the 
field of legislation. Section 3 (b) of the act 
clarifies the President's essential Executive 
powers in the administration of the lend­
lease program. 

Mr. Chairman, if constitutional gov­
ernment is to survive and function in 

- this country it is imperative that this· 
Congress retain and exercise the prerog­
atives which rightfully belong to it. 

CONCLUSION 

· Mr. Chairman, eternal vigilance has 
rightfully been called the price of lib­
erty. Eternal vigilance is also the price 
of the wise and effective utilization of 
the Lend-Lease Act. I urge you to vote 
for its extension today and I urge you, 
also, to extend your attention to lend­
lease in the days to follow so that it may 
helpfully bring victory in this war and 
work to provide for future peace. 

Wisely and prudently operated, lend­
lease can contribute greatly to our early 
victory and to post-war settlements of 
merit. 

Recklessly or arrogantly operated, 
lend-lease can carry us far toward na­
tional insolvency and contribute to dis­
trust among our United Nations and dis­
unity and disillusionment at home. 
· Congress should extend this act, but 

Congress should not then retire from its 
responsibilities and assume that all is 
well and that victory has been guaran­
teed and a better world assured. 

Let us examine carefully the regular 
lend-lease reports with friendly firm-
ness. · 

Let us offer our constructive sugges­
tions when and where they will be most 
effective. 

Let us expose errors so as to command 
corrections. 

Let us require the Appropriations Com­
mittee of the House to report to us, fully, 
as to the additional requirements of 
l~nd-lease and the impact· of those re­
quirements upon our national solvency 
and the formula of asking each nation 
allied with us in· this war to contribute 
in accordance with its means to the joint 
victory which we all shall win. 

Let us proceed without prejudice, pas­
sion, or partisanship to work together­
executive and legislative branches of this 
Government-to secur~ the wise and . 
prudent operation of lend-lease and of 
every other agency and armament of 
war so that victory may be won and 
peace secured with the least possible loss 
of life, of time, of money, and of liberty 
for one and all. 

Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, I yield my­
self 15 minutes. 

Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, in view of 
the unanimity of sentiment as expressed 
in the debate on the resolution now 
·under discussion, it would seem to be 
unnecessary to waste the time of the 
House by discussing the merits of the 
measure. That the so-called Lend­
Lease Act passed by the Congress and 
approved on March 11, 1941, has proven 
to have been not only a measure of fore­
sight .and wisdom, but that it also initi­
ated the most effective policy we could 
have adopted in the cause of national 
defense seems to be now conceded even 
by those who most earnestly opposed the 
passage of the original act. That the 
administration of this act by those in 
responsible charge of the execution of its 
provisions has been, in the larger sense, 
wise, judicious, and worthy of approval, 
was convincingly shown in evidence be-

fore your Foretgn Affairs Committee 
during our exhaustive hearings on the 
resolution now under consideration. 
That reciprocal lend-lease, or lend-lease 
in reverse, whereby- the nations which 
have been beneficiaries under the act 
have reciprocated by furnishing much 
needed and substantial aid to the United 
States armed forces, has been and is a 
benefit of tremendous importance to our 
cause, is an undisputed fact. That not 
only is it to the interest of this Nation, 
but is in fact necessary to our national 
defense, as well as to the success of the 
offensive plans of our armed forces that 
our lend-lease policy be continued, seems 
to be generally acknowledged. This" be­
ing the instant situation, it would seem 
to serve but little if any purpose for us 
to now debate at length the question of 
extending the act, as provided by the 
pending resolution. This resolution 
should and no doubt will be adopted by 
the unanimous vote of this body. 

In connection with the matter before 
us, however, and because of the position 
of leadership now held by our country, 
attained in part through our lend-lease 
policy and due to be maintained by a 
continuance of that policy, I am con­
vinced that the question of the advisa­
bility of immediate action on the part of 
our Government in the matter of enter­
ing into agreements with members of 
the United Nations and other sovereign 
nations to establish, at the close of the 
war, a lasting and enduring peace is a 
subJect germane to the issue now before 
us. A resolution bearing on this ques­
tion, to which I will later refer, is now 
before the Committee on Foreign Affairs 
for consideration. While I would not 
urge rior even suggest the use of our 
lend-lease policy for bargaining pur­
poses, yet I do urge most earnestly the 
fact that our present position of world 
leadership, a position we will certainly 
maintain by reason, in part at least, of 
the extension of the Lend-Lease Act, 
places us in an advantageous position for 
at once opening negotiations for agree­
ments on post-war settlements. 

The people of the United States, as 
well as the peoples of the other mem­
bers of the United Nations, should know 
what to expect when their victory has 
been won. This knowledge can only be 
assured through mutual agreements 
made and entered into before hostilies 
are ended. It is my firm conviction that 
immediate action should be taken on the 
part of the United States and the sev­
eral other United Nations toward estab­
lishing now a mutual understanding for 
the settlement of post-war problems. I 
believe that such an understanding be­
tween the several United Nations is pres­
ently imperative because it will not only 
result in bringing about greater unity 
and added strength to . our cause but 
it will also assure to the world a lasting 
peace. On the other hand, I am just 
as firmly convinc~d that if we fail to 
reach an understanding with our allies 
before the end of the war, we will not 
only, as we did at the close of World War 
No. 1, sacrifice our hopes for an endur­
ing peace, but when the war has been 
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won, we will find ourselves in a world of 
hopeless chaos and confusion. 

The United Nations will win the war. 
Of this our minds cannot entertain the 
slightest doubt. The issues are too great 
and the consequences of our defeat would 
be too disastrous to permit us to envision 
failure. Lend-lease will continue to be 
a vital factor and to play a most im­
portant part in our efforts on every front. 
We will win at a staggering cost of men 
and money and individual sacrifice. We 
will not count the cost. Why should we? 
Freedom is precious and having once 
won the right to stay free, we can and 
will start over again with clean though 
perhaps empty hands to build for our­
selves a new world. 

The building of this world of tomor­
row, however, cannot 'be safely under­
taken until we have first laid the foun­
dations of a peace so secured and estab­
lished that all the world will have the 
assurance that it will endure through 
countless generations yet to come. The 
fact that this must be done has been 
impressed upon us by bitter experience. 
A victory, however complete over those 
who would destroy us, is not enough. An 
unconditional surrender of the forces 
now battling against us is not enough. 
A present and complete disarmament of 
our enemies is not enough. Neither can 
we safely build on pledges, promises, and 
treaties, however solemnly made. 

Experience has taught us that a deci­
sion arrived at by force of arms is not 
final. A surrender of enemy armies, 
however desirable, necessarily and in­
evitably imposes heavy burdens and re­
sponsibilities upon the victor and im­
plies no assurances for the future. Dis­
armament today does not insure against 
rearmament tomorrow, and the recent 
years have been replete with instances 
of broken promises, violated pledges and 
repudiated treaties on the part of na­
tions, regardless of their so-called na .. 
tiona! honor. 

That nothing real, vital, lasting, or 
beneficial to the world was accomplished 
by the First World War will be conceded. 
Motivated by the highest ideals the 
American people entered into that war 
and devoted every resource to its suc­
cessfUl conclusiqn. The victory won by 
us was complete. Our reward was ex­
actly nothing. 

At the close of World War No. 1, we 
had everything in our hands-just as we 
will when we win the victory in the pres­
ent conflict. We knew then as we know 
now the character of the people we were 
fighting. We knew then, as we know 
now, that a lasting peace could not be 
established on their words of pledge or 
promise. We knew then, or we should 
have known, that an enduring peace 
could only be assured through the estab­
lishment, by and with the cooperation of 
all liberty-loving nations, of an agency 
clothed with power to prevent a breach 
of world peace on the part of any nation 
refusing to settle its grievances by peace­
ful means and resorting instead to vio­
lence or'war. Yet, knowing this, we let 
the opportunity pass. The world now 
knows the result. In less than 20 years 

Germany, a nation we had beaten to her 
knees, rose to undreamed of power and 
soon plunged the world into the bloodiest 
war in human history. 

Are we going to repeat our mistakes of 
25 years ago? Are we going to wait until 
we win the victory in this war and then 
either rest upon the mere laurels of vic­
tory and plunge the world, as we did 
then, into a quarrel over the spoils, or 
shall we, pending our final victory, join 
with the other members of the United 
Nations in an agreement under which we 
will this time establish a peace that will 
last into the dawns of future years? 

Such an agreement can be as broad 
and comprehensive as the leaders of 
the United Nations see fit to make it, but 
whatever else is included, there must be 
a provision for a world agency clothed 
with authority to determine all contro­
versies between nations. To make such 
an agency effective, it must also neces­
sarily be clothed with power to enforce 
its decrees, not only against any of the 
nations who are parties to the agree­
ment, but also against any nation refus-

. ing to submit its controversies to the 
agency for se~tlement. 

It may be argued that such a provi­
sion involves the use of force and that 
the use of force against a sovereign na­
tion is opposed to the principles of de­
mocracy. This is not a true concept of 
either democratic principles or processes. 
No social order could survive for a day 
without the means to enforce rules of 
human conduct. No nation could sur­
vive without a method to enforce its 
laws. No union of nations can effec­
tually function without power to enforce 
the decisions of its tribunals. 

It is true that an ideal world would 
be one in which national honor is held 
to be infinitely more precious than na­
tional profit. If we could have a world 
in which every nation· functioned under 
the unchanging leadership of those by 
whom treaties, pledges, and promises 
were held sacred and binding-a leader­
ship in whom all the world could place 
implicit faith and confidence-then in­
deed could we safely submit our destiny 
to treaties pledging the national honor. 
We have not now and never have had 
such a world. In dealing with nations 
we have always -~hrough bitter experience 
found the necessity, as in dealing with 
individuals, of having some means of 
compelling the fulfillment of obligations. 
If we fail to establish such means as a 
part of our post-war adjustment, we will 
have won a fruitless victory and our 
hopes of a lasting peace will have been 
in vain. 

The fact that the people of the United 
Nations, including our own, are entitled 
to know just what to expect in the way 
of an international readjustment after 
they have successfully defended their 
right to exist has already been men­
tioned. They are entitled to the assur­
ance that the mistakes following the 
previous World War will not be repeated. 
They need and are entitled to a guar­
anty that this war will result in some­
thing better than a Versailles Treaty im­
possible of enforcement, a tripartite 

agreement subject to convenient repu­
diation, a nine-power contract with no 
binding obligations, or a Kellogg-Briand 
Pact expressive of high ideals but void­
able at will. Above all, the people want 
assurance/i of a peace subject neither to 
disturbance nor breach. Give them this 
assurance now and they will joyfully and 
confidently fight on to victory in the 
common cause. 

It has long been established that self­
preservation is the first law of nature. 
Security, therefore, both personal and 
national, is the chief object and desire 
of every nation in the world. A lasting 
peace spells lasting security, and the 
problem of establishing this security is 
bound to confront the peace conference 
when the war has ended. 

Sir Norman Angell, the distinguished 
English diplomat and winner in 1933 of 
the Nobel Peace Prize, writing of the 
peace conference of the First World 
War, says: 

Again and again at the peace conference 
this sort of situation arose: 

A nation would claim territories which 
obviously did not belong to it. On behalf of 
justice, and so of peace, it was asked to fore­
go the claims. The claimant would then 
point out that by including this alien terri­
tory, it got things necessary for defense-an 
easily defended f1·ontier, raw material-add­
ing in effect this: "If we make the frontier 
as the conference desires, we shall be weak. 
open to attack. if we accede to your rec;.uest, 
and then, as the result of our consequent 
weakness, we are attacked, will you defend 
us?" The answer was usually a mumble of 
a. decisive "No." "In that case," in effect re-' 
plied the claimant in question, "we shall 
stick to our demand for this territory and 
this strategic frontier, even if it does strain 
the principle of nationality. Survival coines 
first, self-preservation is the law of life. The 
precondition of peace or justice is security :• 

Is it not safe, then, for us to assume 
that unless we now, before the close of 
this war, assure all of our associates and 
Allied Nations of a security guaranteed 
by agreements necessary to establish a. 
permanent peace, we will inevitably be 
confronted at the conference table by 
similar situations as that above de..: 
scribed? Our failure to make this pro­
vision in advance will certainly increase 
the post-war demands of the several 
nations-demands to which it may not 
be possible to accede. 

While, as heretofore stated, I do not 
favor nor suggest that we use lend-lease 
for bargaining purposes, yet the policy we 
are now following and will continue to 
pursue under the Lend-Lease Act must 
certainly favorably affect our present 
relations with our associate nations in 
the United Nations compact. At the 
moment, and until the close of this war, 
the United States of America is and will 
continue to be the natural leader of the 
United Nations and so looked to by every 
nation bound in the covenant against 
the Axis Powers. The various nations 
so united in a common cause are now not 
only looking to us for military leadership 
and direction, but they are also looking 
to us for military supplies and other ma­
terials of war. They are also objects of 
our bounty in the matter of food, cloth-
ing, medicines, and medical supplies, as 
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well as other necessities of life, all freely 
furnished under the lend-lease program. 
These nations are today our friends as 
well as our allies. Our soldiers and sail­
ors, and theirs, are fighting side by side, 
and our civilian population, and theirs, 
are working in sympathy and under­
standing for a corr:mon objective-the 
total defeat of a common enemy. While 
the war is still in progress, this situation 
will remain unchanged. That is, we will 
be the leader and the other nations will 
continue to sense the obligations they are 
under to us for the valuable not to say 
indispensable help we are giving. Right 
now is the time when any proposal for 
an understanding between us upon post­
war problems will receive friendly and 
sympathetic consideration. 

For example, Russia is fighting the 
Axis desperately and effectively and is 
rendering a tremendous service to the 
free peoples of the world. Regardless 
of our lack of approval of Russia's form 
of government and our open opposition 
to any attempt to have a like form im­
posed upon us here, we are bacldng 
Russia · in her gallant and courageous 
fight to maintain her sovereignty and 
her territorial integrity. In her fight 
she is using American arms and her sol­
diers are partly supplied with American 
foods, medicines, and medical supplies. 
She will need more and more American 
aid before the war is over. Is it not 
perfectly clear that Russia would now be 
in the mood to welcome the opportunity 
to join with the United States and other 
members of the United Nations in a fair 
and equitable agreement in which our 
post-war plans are clearly and openly 
defined? On the other hand, with the 
war once ended, is it not equally clear 
that we will have a victorious Russia, her 
millions and their leaders exultant in 
their triumph and filled with the pride 
of their achievement? Under these 
changed conditions what will be Russia's 
attitude or Russia's demands when called 
into a conference at which the destiny of 
the world is the stake? To what extent 
will her demands have multiplied after 
she has won through to security, has 
been freed from fear and is no longer 
dependent upon us for assistance? And 
further, while the war is in progress, a 
large majority of the American people 
are willing to forego their prejudices 
against Russia's communistic govern­
ment and to approve the aid we are 
sending her. Let the war end, however, 
and how many of our citizens will then 
be disposed to agree to any proposed 
concessions to Russia in the post-war 
settlement-concessions that must in­
evitably be made if any agreement is to 
be reached? 

We will be confronted with a niore or 
less similar situation in all of the na­
tions joined in the covenant of the 
United Nations and especially in the na­
tions to the south of us. In my humble 
judgment, one of the greatest achieve­
ments of our truly great Secretary of 
State, Cordell Hull, was the initiation 
of the Habana Conference culminating 
in the signing of a pact of amnity and 
solidarity between the nations of the 

Western Hemisphere. For many long 
years our southern neighbors have en­
tertained a feeling of fear and distrust 
against the United States to which years 
ago they gave the name the Colossus of 
the North. Undoubtedly, this feeling, 
perhaps born of a distrust of the Mon­
roe Doctrine, was kept alive and accentu­
ated by German propaganda continu­
ously circulated throughout all that 
region over a period of many years. 
With the rise of Hitler to power, and 
the threat of his coalition to the peace 
and security of the world, our southern 
neighbors were quick to realize the pro­
tective value of our friendship. 

It was not perhaps that they feared us 
less, but they feared the Nazis more. The 
good-neighbor policy extended to them 
our open hand, which, under existing 
conditions, they were glad to grasp. 
They became our friends and our allies 
and are our friends today. We are proud 
of th~t friendship. But what will be the 
attitude of these neighbors, from Mexico 
to Chile, if and when the war ends 

·without any understanding or agreement 
with us upon post-war problems? They· 
will then have safely passed through the 
great crisis. They will no longer be in 
need of our protection nor of our aid and 
assistance. They will have their free­
dom, their independence, and their sov­
ereignty assured. Will these nations, so 
freed from their peril and from their 
dependence upon the northern colossus, 
be as reasonable to deal with then as they 
are today? Or will they likely forget past 
favors and insist upon concessions far 
beyond what they would ask now? The 
question should be easily answered by 
anyone who knows human nature or who 
is familiar with the temperament of our 
brothers to the south. 

The world can do nothing toward the 
establishment of the "four freedoms" 
throughout the length and breadth of 
every land until in every J.and there is 
established law, order, and peace-not 
temporarily, but to endure. Law is a 
rule of human conduct prescribed by the 
supreme power of a state. There is no 
supreme power to lay down nor enforce 
a rule of conduct for nations. Such a 
rule can only be formulated through 
agreements between nations. Without 
such agreements we can neither estab­
lish nor enforce a law of nations; without 
law, no order; without order, no peace; 
without peace, no security; without se­
curity, no hope to have, all over the 
world, freedom of speech, freedom of 
worship, freedom from want, or freedom 
from fear. These are the priceless things 
we are fighting to win. They should be 
the prizes of our victory. Is there any 
reason, then, why all the nations now 
united in a covenant to fight side by side 
until victory is achieved should not now 
enlarge this covenant to the end that 
their nationals, as well as all the world, 
may know that we will not win this war 
on land and sea and in the clouds only 
to lose it at the conference table? 

In this connection I desire to call the 
attention of Members of the House to a 
resolution designated as House Joint 
Resolution 70 I recently introduced ~n 

.this body and that is now bef()re the 
House Committee on Foreign Affairs for 
consideration. Summed up briefly, the 
resolution advises the President that it 
is the sense of Congress, in order to 
secure and maintain law, order, and 
peace among the nations of the world, 
it is imperative that binding agreements 
be entered into between the members 
of the United Nations, as well as with 
other sovereign nations, without delay 
and without waiting for the war to end. 
The resolution does not set out the terms 
to be incorporated in the proposed agree­
ments, except only that any agreement 
shall contain a provision for the estab­
lishment of an arbitral, judicial, or other 
agency empowered not only to settle 
controversies between nations, but also 
with power to adopt measures to compel 
a submission to it of all such contro­
versies for settlement. Under this reso­
lution the character and composition 
of the agency or tribunal to be estab­
lished to maintain peace, as well as the 
measures to be adopted to enforce sub­
mission to the agency of national con­
troversies, would be left for the joint 
determination of the President and the 
representatives of the several nations 
joining in the covenant. I hope for an 
early and favorable action on the reso­
lution. We are traveling down a long, 
hard road and more light should be 
thrown on the end of the way. God 
knows that we should not move to that 
end in darkness and confusion. 

The United Nations ar_e today b~nded 
tqgether for mutual defense , against ~ 
common enemy. Their agreement is 
based upon the principles formulated 
by President Roosevelt and Prime Min­
ister Churchill and set forth in the At­
lantic Charter. This agreement must 
be supplemented by a new and broader 
understanding from which the world 
will know now that, united in toil, strug­
gle, battle, and sacrifice, this union of 
nations intends to win both ·the war and 
the peace and make that pe&.ce as endur­
ing as the everlasting hills. 

High on the summit of the Andes 
Mountains, on the boundary lines be­
tween Chile and Argentina, there stands 
that heroic statue of the Christ, erected 
to commemorate the peaceful settle­
ment of a long standing controversy be­
tween the two countries. On the base 
of the statue is graved these words, 
spoken by the bishop of Chile at its dedi­
cation: 

Sooner shall these mountains crumble in 
the dust than the peoples of Argentina and 
Chile shall forget the peace they have sworn 
at the foot of Christ, the Redeemer. 

So should endure the peace we must 
plan today and win tomorrow. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
15 minutes to the gentleman from Penn­
sylvania [Mr. :.d:BERHARTERl. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman, I 
do not believe there is tnuch I can add to 
the subject that has been under discus­
sion for the last ctmple of days on the 
floor of this House. It has been very 
widely covered, in my opinion. How­
ever, I should like to make one or two 
observations. 
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To my mind, when the Congress of 

the United States 2 years ago passed 
the original Lend-Lease Act, it was a sig­
nal to the world that Congress and the 
American people had decided that the 
war going on in Europe was not a war 
that was localized insofar as that conti­
nent was concerned but was a battle to 
the death between two ideologies, the 
ideology of the dictator nations and the 
ideology of democracy. 

We also concluded .at that time, the 
Congress speaking for the American peo­
ple, that the termination of that war in 
a victory for the dictator nations would 
be a direct threat to the peace and secu­
rity of this Nation. 

The passage of this Lend-Lease Act, 
of course we all know now, and everybody 
is agreed on it, has had a tremendous 
effect upon the economy of this country 
and upon the final determination of 
which ideology shall be victorious. 

One of the first and important effects 
was the determination that as far as 
this country was concerned the mat­
ter of dollars and cents or the matter 
of cash consideration was not to be con­
sidered, insofar as the Congress of the 
United States or the Treasury of the 
Qnited States or the economy of the 
United States was concerned. 

Up until the time of the passage of 
the Lend-Lease Act private industry in 
this country had been producing a great 
amount of war material and munitions 
of war, which were sold for cash to what­
ever nation in the world had cash. There 
was no correlation whatever as to whom 
these munitions should go, to what part 
of the globe they should go, or in what 
theater or field of operations they should 
be utilized, with the exception of a very 
small control in the way of the control 
over exports. But we did away with 
that remote control insofar as shipping 
was concerned and, by the passage pf 
the Lend-Lease Act, channeled produc­
tion of all war material and all muni­
tions of war through the United States 
Government, so that the United States 
Government through the administration 
of lend-lease from that day on had com­
plete control and charge of the produc­
tion and distribution of all materials of 
war. 

One of the great benefits of this act 
was the effect it had on the accelera­
t ion of the process of conversion of in­
dustry in this country from peacetime 
to wartime production. It had a very 
great effect in that respect, because if 
this country had gone along merely hav­
ing private enterprise produce those 
materials of war which could be paid for 
by other nations the process of conver­
sion to a wartime production basis would 
have been very, very much smaller. Of 
course, at the time this act was originally 
passed there was in the minds of a great 
many people in this country, in the 
minds of a great many Members of Con­
gress, and I am sure in the mind of the 
Executive of this Nation, the hope that 
when we decided to give all the material 
aid it was possible for us to give to those 
who were fighting the dictators, that 
material aid would be sufficient to defeat 

the Axis Nations, and that by defeating 
the Axis Nations with the help of the 
material resources of this country it 
would be unnecessary for our own boys to 
be involved in this conflict. In other 
words, it was sincerely hoped that this 
material aid would have the effect of 
keeping this Nation out of the war. 

That hope was not realized. When on 
December 7, 1941, Japan made its sneak 
attack upon us at Pearl Harbor, most 
likely made at the direction of Nazi Ger­
many and Fascist Italy, that hope was 
gone. Then we had to accept the chal­
lenge that was given to us, and we de­
cided then and there that we would go 
all out for war. 

I think now everybody is convinced 
that the operations of the lend-lease pro­
cedure are absolutely vital and essential 
to cooperation among the various Allied 
and United Nations. I have not heard of 
a single person or organization or even a 
publication that has opposed the exten­
sion of the provisions of the Lend-Lease 
Act, so I believe we are all agreed on that 
particular point. 

May I remind the Congress that when 
we accepted the war that was thrust 
upon us, we in our resQlution accepting 
that war. and declaring war on the dic­
tator nations did not say, "We will 
go into this war with a portion of our 
resources or a fraction of our might," or 
"We will help out our allies," or ''We 
will do so much and so much." In our 
re~olution declaring war this Congress 
pledged all the resources of the United 
States to bring this war to a successful 
conclusion, all the resources, not just a 
little · bit. 

Therefore, I fail to see why so much 
time is spent· on the floor of this House 
and in discussions all over the country 
about how much money the United 
States is spending in carrying out the 
determination of the people of this coun­
try to go forward to victory. 

I have heard hours of debate about the 
money value of this and the money value 
of that. May I remind the Congress, and 
especially the members of the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs, that we have decided, 
and I thought unanimously, that we 
never expect to get a return in dollars 
and cents for every cent we spend, so I 
feel that the discussion over the amount 
of money we are spending on this thing 
is altogether beside the point. 

When the Lease-Lend Act was passed, 
it was decided that aid should be given 
to any nation whose defense the Presi­
dent deemed vital and necessary to the 
defense of our own country. That is the 
consideration, the defense of our own 
country. When we passed this act, we 
said in the flrst place it was an act to 
promote the defense of the United States. 
That is all the more reason why I do not 
see why we are spending so much time 
on the amount of money it is costing us. 

Mr. Chairman, of course this act is up 
for renewal, and I am happy that there 
is practically "unanimous opinion on the 
part of the Members of Congress that 
it should be extended for 1 year; but I 
also call attention to the disposition on 
the part of some persons to pick :flaws 

here and there, and sort of intimate 
that things could be a little different for 
the benefit of our own country. Some 
people, of course, want to improve things. 
They like to say, "Well, that might be 
improved in such and such a way." I 
think one of the suggested a:ulcndments 
is to the effect that any agreement that 
is made by the Executive branch of the 
Government, before final determination 
is made, shall come to this Congress for 
our approval. This sounds rather nice, 
it sounds as if it would be easy to bring 
an agreement into the Congress, and 
get the approval of the Congress, espe­
cially if it is a smart and a wise agree­
ment. I am certain that if the Congress 
will stop for a minute and see what it 
will mean to pla.ce in this act a provision 
that any agreement entered into before 
its final settlement, shall go to the Con­
gress for final approval, it will decide 
it is the most impractical and useless 
proviso you could possibly put into the 
bill. In the first place, there has been 
under the title of this act four different 
types of agreements entered into by the 
Lend-Lease Administration, or rather 
by. the State Department. As you per­
haps know, a portion of the authority 
granted under this act has been given 
to the State Department insofar as 
negotiations and entering into agree­
ments with other nations are concerned. 
There are four types of agreements. 

I call attention first to one type of 
agreement, known as the special agree­
ments with the South American coun­
tries. The hearings will show that the 
United States entered into 17 of these 
agreements, very much alike in char­
acter, but providing in a way perhaps 
diff~rent commitments on the part of 
this country, and in turn, different com­
mitments on the part of the South" 
American countries. It may not be long 
before the commitments made by this 
country and by the South American1 
countries, or a good portion of them, 
may have been finally consummated. 
Suppose these agreements should neces­
sarily have to be brought to Congress 
for final determination or approval. 
The agreements have been practically 
negotiated and signed, and then sup­
pose that the Congress should restrict 
the provisions and say, in respect to our 
South American neighbors, "You have 
an agreement with the Government of 
the United States signed by the Sec.re­
tary of State, but it does not mean any­
thing because Congress says that that 
agreement must be brought back to 
Congress to have its terms approved." 
Would that not be a nice kettle of fish 
for us to be in, if our representative 
would be compelled to say that this is 
not a final agreement, that this is a 
temporary agreement, and if Congress 
does not like it they can upset it. Fur­
ther than that, Mr. Chairman, do you 
think our State Department with any 
such provision in this bill could possibly 
go to a country and make any agree­
ment with them? It would be impos­
sible for the State Department to op­
erate under such a provision, especially 
with respect to the South American 
countries. 
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, Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gP,ntleman yield there? 
. Mr. EBERHARTER. Yes. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Would not the 
gentleman say, while· we are not per­
mitted to discuss any of the· terms of 
the 17 South American agreements, yet 
in the hearings it is clear that they are 
in themselves at present signed agree­
ments. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. They are final 
agi·eemen ts. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. And would not 
the gentleman agree that no law which 
we could pass now would interfere with 
the finality of the agreements if they 
were valid when originally made? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I would say to 
the gentleman this, In respect to any 
agreement entered into by~ the State De­
partment with th_ S~uth American 
countries, if we should then pass a meas­
ure that the final determination of the 
agreement, entered into by the author­
ity of the original act, is subject to final 
approval of Congress, that the South 
American countries would have a right 
to be very suspicious of us, and it would 
engender a lot of suspicion and give 
cause for many factions in these s~uth 
American countries to say, "Here comes 
our great, big, rich neighbor from the 
north down here wanting to make agree­
ments, wanting to make installations, 
and do various other things for her own 
defense, and yet we cannot depend on 
these agreements, because later the 
Congress might upset them." 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has ex­
pired. 

Mr.-KEAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield the 
gentleman 10 minutes more. 

Mr. WRIGHT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Yes. 
Mr. WRIGHT. It is quite possible that 

such agreements are prompted by a laud­
able desire to maintain the integrity and 
independence of the Congress, but is 
there not another consideration? Do 
we not interfere with our executive de­
partment in conducting the war, and do 
we not give the appearance of division to 
foreign nations, and impair the prestige 
of our executive department in conduct­
ing the war, by insisting on such crip­
pling amendments? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I am very glad 
the gentleman brought that to my at­
tention. Another type of agreement that 
has been entered into because of the au­
thority granted to the Executive by the 
Lend-Lease Act is what is known as 
the 10 master agreements. Those agree­
ments can be said in some· respects to 
be final, because some of them have been 
finally agreed upon by the United States 
and these other 10 signatory powers, to 
the effect that certain considerations 
shall be entered into and certain com­
mitments made. Flowing out of the 
lend-lease operations of this bill natu­
rally we hope that when peace does come 
to the United Nations, it will be a vic­
torious peace, and when final determina­
tion of all benefits under the Lend-Lease 
Act that ought to have been made, have 
been made, what then will be the result? 

The final result, the natural benefits 
and everything else will be set forth in 
treaties between the sovereign country 
of the United States and other sovereign 
nations. Here we attempt to put into 
this act a clause that would give the 
House of Representatives the right to 
approve or disapprove treaties. It would 
be absolutely useless. It would be im­
practical. It would be an attempted 
usurpation of authority, because it would 
not have any effect. It would try to 
restrict the President, who has the power 
under the Constitution to negotiate 
treaties. A clause like that would simply 
hamstring the President and would do 
nothing but harm. The Senate is the 
body which advises and consents in 
treaties which have been negotiated by 
the President. Not the House. 

Another type of special agreement has 
been made with Great Britain wherein 
we have obtained patent rights and we 
give them the benefit of our patents and 
formulas and secret processes, and 
Great Britain does the same for us. 
Those agreements might be said to be 
final in their determination. Would you 
put a clause in here that the Congress 
should ratify that? The same is true 
with reference to waiver of maritime 
rights under the universally recognized 
maritime decisions and laws. Certain 
final agreements have been made on that 
subject. We could go on and on and on 
and show how impractical this nice­
sounding little clause is, that all agree­
ments are subject in their final determi­
nation to the approval of Congress. 

As I said in the first place, it would be 
impractical. It would be useless. It 
would throw a monkey wrench into the 
machinery. It would be an attempted 
usurpation of authority, without any au­
thority under the Constitution of the 
United States or any of the precedents 
that we ever had. So I am appealing to 
the membership who have had an oppor­
tunity to look into this question a little· 
to try to think about and see the reper­
cussions that a catch amendment might 
have if adopted, without giving proper 
consideration to it. 

Of course, another amendment has 
been suggested. It sounds all right. It 
says something to the effect that we 
should make an agreement with all these 
nations that receive lend-lease aid, to 
the effect that none of these weapons 
or munitions of war shall be used by any 
country receiving them to suppress the 
right of those people to choose the form 
of government they desire to live under. 
Now, that sounds good. Of course, after 
the lend-lease items or munitions of war 
that we give to any country-we do not 
want them to use them to suppress the 
rights of their people. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania has ex­
pired. 

Mr. KEE. Mr. Chairman, I yield the 
gentleman 3 additional minutes. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. We do not want 
those weapons used to suppress the 
rights of the people of any country to 
choose the type of government under 
which they want to live. But what 
would that mean to this country? 

Would that mean that we would first 
try to make an agreement with every 
nation? Naturally every nation would 
say, "Well, is that any of your business 
what kind of government we want? 
Suppose we want one and your Congress 
should not agree with it." You are im­
mediately in a lot of trouble. Would 
you want to designate which particular 
weapon should be used for this purpose 
or that purpose? In other words, if the 
United States wants to become em­
broiled in the internal affairs of every 
other nation with whom we are now 
friendly, adopt the amendment which 
would say "No lend -lease articles shall 
be used for the suppression of people 
who want to be governed as they see fit." 
We would be sticking our noses into the 
internal affairs of every nation with 
whom we are now friendly. We would 
nave to go in and police their elections 
under that sort of an amendment. We 
would have to see how their military are 
conducting their training, to see whether 
it is a suppression of the aims of the 
people. Also see how the civilian econ­
omy is going to be regula ted. 

So while some of the proposed amend­
ments sound very nice and sound very 
practical, I hope that when they are be­
fore the House for consideration you will 
think a little deeper and think of the 
implications which they may contain. I · 
have heard no general support of any 
such amendments and I hop~ there will 
b~ no general support of any such amend­
ments. I hope that the bill, merely for 
the extension of this act for 1 year, will 
be passed without any crippling amend­
ments, because it has been proven by all 
the testimony that it has worked about 
as near perfectly as any human instru­
mentality can make it. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Will the gentle­
man yield? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I yield. 
Mr. VORYS of Ohio. Has the gentle­

man any objection to .the provision in 
section 4 of the Lease-Lend Act which 
requires an undertaking now that nona­
tion which receives lease-lend aid will 
transfer those articles without consent? 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Oh, I have no 
objection whatsoever to that. That is 
in the law right now as a protection to 
this country. We have supervision at 
the present time, so that those materials 
o_f war are not transferred unless they 
have the consent of this country while we 
are working in cooperation in an at­
tempt to secure victory for the cause of 
the United Nations and civilization. I 
am sure the gentleman is in accord with 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gen­
tleman from Pennsylvania has again ex­
pired. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman I yield 15 minutes to the gen­
tleman from Michigan [Mr. JONKMAN]. 
_Mr. JONKMAN. Mr. Chairman, H. R. 

1776 was enacted when we were not at 
war. It was a new departure in legisla­
tion. While it is true that there have 
been previous wars in which allies gave 
mutual aid to each other in the nature 
of supplying associate nations with the 
implements of war, I have heard of no 
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instance in which a nation not at war 
passed such legislation to aid nations in 
the contlict. The act itself provides. in 
section. 1: 

That thts act may be cited as "An act to 
promote the defense of the United States." 

That is the real title of the act, yet, 
if it were referred to under that title, 
I wonder how many people in the United 
States would know that reference was 
being made to what they know only as 
the Lend-Lease Act. 

At the time the act was passed it was 
readily referred to as the Lend-Lease 
Act, and yet those who ma.de some study 
of the bill realized that there was little 
likelihood of repayment in dollar ex­
change, goods, or services. 

Except insofar as we can salvage what 
is left of defense articles on the cessa­
tion of hostilities, it is now an accepted 
fact by all familiar with its terms that 
there will be no tangible benefits accru­
ing to the United States, regardless of 
how great have been our contributions 
for the use of other nations in the war 
effort. 

It is now realized by those who under­
stand the act that lend-lease shipments 
are in the nature of a contribution to 
civilization; that this contribution is not 
measured in terms of dollars but that 
each nation is expected to make its con­
tribution in blood and toil in accordance 
with its means. · 

Others have said · that the contimied 
existence of the British Empire, or rather 
let me say the Uniteq ~ingdom, as a free 
nation is essential to the continued exist­
ence of the Uri!ted States as a free nation, 
and that therefore whatever we may lend­
lease to the United Kingdom· or the Brit­
ish Empire is for our own preservation 
and could not therefore constitute an 
indebtedness to us by the British Empire. 

Now that we are in this global war be­
cause we were attacked and had no choice 
but to fight or surrender, these concepts 
seem logical and irrefutable. Should 
anyone disagree with this procedure and 
objective, he is immediately met with the 
realistic condition that this must and will 
be the basis and formula for our aid to 
the Allied cause as the arsenal of democ­
racy. 

However, under this concept the title 
''lend-lease bill" is a misnomer. We 
would be more realistic if we amended 
the title to read "war-aid bill." I wonder 
how many of the American people have 
the true concept of our status under the 
lend-lease bilL They are entitled to 
know the facts. They should not be un- · 
der the impression that there is to be re­
payment of some kind when such is not 
the fact. They should be . acquainted 
with the fact that lend-lease constitutes 
aid to our allies in addition to our own 
war bill, which will soon amount to $100,-
000,000,000 a year' and that up to this 
time we have already appropriated in the 
nature of aid to our ~llie$ under lend­
lease, $60,000,000,000 for their use in the 
common effort. 
· I am sure the American people will 
approve of this amendment to extend 
the act for 1 year if they have the true 
pict~re, as w~ are all agreed to win the 

war no matter what the cost. If on 
the other hand they are encouraged to 
believe that this is a ·lend-lease bill and 
there is to be repayment of some kind, 
tangible or intangible, it would be a seri­
ous let-down to be apprised of the true 
situation when it is over. 

The term "lend-lease" is misleading, 
first because in lending or leasing our 
money or property we can afford to be 
and generally are more liberal and in­
different on the theory that it will come 
back to us in some form or other. If on 
the other hand it is given away in the 
nature of a contribution, even in a life­
and-death cause, there must be and nat­
urally is more concern as to how much 
we are contributing and what shape we 
will find ourselves in after having de­
prived ourselves of our money and prop­
erty after the danger is passed. 

This is true even though we know the 
American people want to spare no costs 
or sacrifice in winning the war; they 
have a right to feel that insofar as is 
possible in the exigencies and waste. of 
war, every dollar of lend-lease that goes 
into the hand of an ally must be used 
for defense purposes and to the best 
advantage. 

In the secon4 place, it is, of course. 
impossible to more than roughly esti­
mate the relative and reciprocal burdens 
to be borne by the individual nations to 
each other. Nor do we want to be too 
particular about doing more than our 
share. Nevertheless, there is a ceiling 
somewhere as to our contribution to the 
war effort: In other words, we are not 
going tq win this war by merely spend­
ing money or throwing it at our allies. 

Third, neither must we be deluded by 
the thought that we will receive back 
through lend-lease in reverse practically 
what we put into lend-lease. The puh­
lic is given that impression in the col­
umns of the daily papers. In my dis­
trict in the columns of the daily papers 
appear the following statements, and 
others which I presume are typical all 
over the United States, and are given 
wide publicity: 

Debtor nations have furnished housing, 
food, convoys, and other facilities to our 
soldiers overseas. In fact, the officials gave 
the impression that the amounts owed to 
Uncle Sam will be rather small if the war 
lasts several years or more. 

And here is another one:. 
The reverse action of lend-lease is revealed 

by the statement that the United States 
forces in the United Kingdom have spent 
only $1,000,000 on commercial purchases 
there. 

Such propaganda, of course, reveals. 
nothing of the true picture and is in­
deed misleading. 

Mr. CLEVENGER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentlems.n yield? · 

Mr. JONKMAN. I yield. 
Mr. CLEVENGER. They say this mat­

ter of reverse lend-lease is a 50-50 prop­
osition. It reminds me of the old recipe 
for rabbit sausage, half horse and half 
rabbit-one horse and one rabbit. 

Mr. JONKMAN. I think the gentle­
man has used a fair simile. 

It is true that lend-lease officials and 
others said they were unable to give any. 

or even approximate figures in dollars 
and cents as to the volume of lend-lease 
in reverse. In other words, what we re­
ceived in return for lend-lease thus far. 
However, I am satisfied in my own mind 
from unofficial information checked with 
the information given the committee 
that our contribution to lend-lease in 
materiel, as compared with that of our 
allies to us, will run nearer a ratio of a 
thousand dollars to one than that it will 
nearly balance each other as above 
stated. 

There can be little doubt that the Sev­
enty-eighth Congress has a mandate 
from the people to reduce nonessential 
expenditures. We are seeking to carry 
out this mandate. But in a larger sense, 
unless the reduction of nonessential ex-

. penditures is a pledge and an earnest of 
judicious spending in the war effort, it 
will avail but little. It is true, of course, 
that the exigencies of war make much 
and often tremendous waste unavoid­
able. However indefensible waste should 
be avoided. We should not dispose of 
our substance finally and forever as out­
right gifts on the theory that it is being 
lend-leased and will be returned t-o us in 
some form. 

In the committee I offered an amend­
ment to change the title of H. R. 1776 to 
"A War Aid Act." This was rejected and 
perhaps properly so. "A rose by any 
other name smells just as sweet." I shall 
not offer the same amendment on the 
floor because the only accomplishment of 
such a change would be to drive home 
the modus operandi of the act. On ma­
ture deliberation I am convinced that the 
burdens would outweigh the benefits of 
such a change. In our experience with 
nicknames, we find they are not changed 
easily. However, we should give the pub­
lic the facts and the realization that the 
approximately $60,000,000,000 already 
appropriated under this act is in reality 
war aid and not lend-lease. 

Mr. Chairman, I should like to address 
myself to another amendment in com­
mittee and which was also rejected. I 
shall abide by those results and not 
again submit the same amendment. 
This was an amendment to change the 
word "deem" to "find" where the former 
appears in section 3 (b) of the act. 

When the lease-lend bill was before 
the House in February 1941 I made the 
following statement: 

Any attempt to comprehend the war­
making power of this bill is batHed at the 
outset, for no human mind can envision the 
limitations of the property Congress is hereby 
asked to appropriate to one man for any 
use he deems proper. And not only this 
but Congress appropriates to the President, 
delegates we generally call it, undefined 
powers which it has no right to delegate ex­
cept in a state of war. It is in effect a war 
bill and I doubt whether any President ever 
possessed such broad power in time of war. 

That, of course, was almost a year be­
fore Pearl Harbor, almost a year before 
we were attacked and had our choice 
between whether we would fight or sur­
render and be overrun. It was before 
we were in the war. The fact that we 
are in the war has changed the situation 
to some extent, and yet not altogether so. 
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Directing myself fo section 3 (b) of the 

Lend-Lease Act it reads: 
The terms and conditions upon which any 

such foreign government receives any aid 
authorized under subsection (a) shall be, 
those which the President deems satisfactory, 
and the benefit to the United States may 
be payment or repayment in kind or prop­
erty or any other direct or indirect benefit 
Which the President deems satisfactory. 

That word "deems" as a legislative, a 
judicial, or an administrative term is 
obsolete. It probably comes down to 
us from the time before constitutional 
government and constitutional processes 
were well established, from the time 
when a king could still "deem" that a 
man should be put to death and he was 
immediately killed without a hearing; 
but as the constitutional processes be­
came established another word took its 
place in administrative and judicial 
processes; that was the word "find.~· 
"Flnd" is a term which in its administra­
tive meaning presupposes the existence 
of facts upon which the finding can be 
based; and without the facts the finding 
cannot stand. In the second place the 
term "find" presupposes an opportunity 
for review if there is a reviewing body. 
As I say, the word "find" has supple­
mented the word "deem" in legislative 
and judicial circles. "Deem" is an ar­
bitrary word still in good usage in its 
literary sense. 

The Members may think I am talking 
somewhat academically, but my con­
victions on that score were confirmed a 
few months later when the Foreign Af­
fairs Committee had before it a bill to 
amend the Visa-or let us call it the 
Immigration Act. That act had been 
passed during wartime in the adminis­
tration of President Wilson. It provided 
in effect that whenever the United States 
is at war and the President shall find it 
necessary to the defense of the United 
States he may prevent the entry into or 
the departure from the United States of 
any person. As I say, that act was 
passed during wartime. But of course we 
were not at war in the summer of 1941, 
although the act was still on the statute 
books, lying dormant and inoperative. 
It was claimed before the committee that 
the administration sought an amend­
ment in order to make it operative at 
that t ime, an amendment to provide 
that whenever the United States is at 
war or any other two nations shall be 
at war the President shall have that 
power. There was no objection to grant­
ing that amendment, but it challenged 
my attention that the word "find" was 
also changed to the word "deem." 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I yield 10 additional minutes 
to the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. JONKMAN. There was no rela­
tionship between the proposed amend­
ment and changing that word "find" to 
••deem." I asked the Assistant Secretary 
of State, "Can you tell me why that 
word 'find' is changed to 'deem'?" He 
looked surprised and askance, and I 
think it was sincere, and said: "No; I 
had not noticed it. I think it is just an 
inadvertence." So I said, ''Is there not 

a difference between 'deem' and 'find'?" 
He said, "No; there is no difference as far 
as I can see." I .said, "Then you cer­
tainly will have no objection to my offer­
ing an amendment to change the word 
'deem' back to 'find'?" He said, "Not 
the slightest. That is all right with me." 
I could understand that the term "find" 
might by inadvertence have been lost or 
eliminated, but it was difficult to recon­
cile this with the substitution of "deem." 

Then we had a recess for the luncheon 
hour. In the afternoon we resumed the 
hearings and the gentleman voluntarily 
and without any preliminary discussion 
said: "I want to refer back to the matter 
brought up by Mr. JONKMAN about 
changing that word 'deem' back to 
'find.'" He said, "We would rather not 
have that amendment put in because 
under the word 'deem' the President will 
have a lot of power which he will not 
have under the word 'find.' " 

My amendment at that time was not 
accepted in committee and I brought it 
on the floor. It is in the act today. At 
that time the defect was cured because it 
was done immediately. 

·It is my conviction that by using the 
term "deems" under section 3 (b) we 
have done the same thing. Who put that 
in? I would like to know that. I would 
like to know who put it in the Immigra­
tion Act which we have not been able to 
find out? I would like k know what 
forces have been writing the legislation 
that has been passed by a "rubber 
stamp" Congress for several years. 

Here we have this language, "What­
ever the President shall deem satisfac­
tory" in the act. I realize, Mr. Chair­
man, that the Congress cannot waive its 
constitutional powers and responsibili­
ties with reference to the making of 
treaties under the Constitution and it is 
not my claim that the House or the other 
body has so waived any of its preroga­
tives. It is my claim, however, that 
under section 3 (b) the House and the 

. other body have by constitutional proc­
esses given their advice and consent in 
advance to any agreement or any settle­
ment, treaty if you will, that may be 
made under H. R. 1776, which may 
involve a hundred billion dollars. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONKMAN. I yield to the gentle­
man from Minnesota. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Does 
the gentleman mean to infer that the 
provision in the original Lend-Lease Act 
which gives the President the power to 
negotiate agreements with the recipient 
countries would confer upon him the 
power to put through treaties in connec­
tion with that act without ratification 
of the Senate? Did the Senate consent 
to those agreements when they approved 
that act? 

Mr. JONKMAN. The Senate in con­
nection with a specific class of agree­
ments gave its advice and consent in 
advance. They said, "You go ahead, you 
can accept any payment or repayment, 
direct or indirect, that you deem satis­
factory." 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. I can 
conceive that the President might ne­
gotiate an agreement for repayment or 

for the transaction of foreign commerce, 
using the funds which we haq given, as 
exchange for transportation of goods 
into the United States and saying that 
those goods shall come in duty-free. 

Mr. JONKMAN. If the gentleman will 
defer that, I would like to touch upon 
it just a little later. 

Mr. VORYS of Ohio. 'Will the gentle­
man yield? 

Mr. JONKMAN. I yield to the gentle­
man from Ohio. 

Mr . . VORYS of Ohio. Is it not true 
that one of the classes of Executive 
agreements with other countries that 
needs no ratification are agreements pur­
suant to laws passed by the Congress? 

Mr. JONKMAN. I think that ir cor­
rect. I think that the advice and con­
sent has been given in the law. They 
could not do it as a broad general prin­
ciple with reference to all treaties but 
they can do it as to specific treaties and 
agreements. 

Not only do they use the word "deem" 
but they use the word "satisfactory.'' 
You lawyers understand that if you draw 
a contract in which the person is to de­
liver goods to your satisfaction, you are 
the only one that decides whether you 
want them or not. All the world can say 
they are satisfactory, but that does not 
make any difference; if they are not 
satisfactory to you that is final. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONKMAN. I yield to the gentle­
woman from Massachusetts. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
should like to point out to the gentleman 
that before he became a Member of Con­
gress I made the point in committee ~n 
connection with a small bill that there 
was a great difference between "deem" 
and "find." At that time the committee 
probably thought it was not very impor­
tant and they agreed to write in the bill 
the word "find." 

Mr. JONKMAN. I thank the gentle­
woman for her contribution, and it goes 
to prove a well designed, deliberate pro­
gram to revert back from constitutional 
terms and processes to those of totali­
tarianism. 

I want to ask, what has been done un­
der article 3? We may look on page 72 
of the report and at that famous article 7 
of the master agreements. Article 7 of 
the Russian master agreement-and the 
other master agreements are similar­
provides: 

In the final determination of the benefits 
to be provided to the United States of Amer­
ica. by the Government of the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics in return for aid furnished 
under the Act of Congress of March 11, 1941, 
the terms and conditions thereof shall be such 
as not to burden commerce between the two 
countries but to promote mutually advan­
tageous economic relations between them 
and the betterment of world-wide economic 
relations. To that end, they shall include 
provision for agreed action by the United 
States of America and the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics, open to participation by 
all other countries of like mind, directed to 
the expansion, by appropriate international 
and domestic measures of production, em­
ployment, and the exchange and consump­
tion of gooQs., which are the material founda­
tions of the liberty and welfare of all peoples: 
to the elimination of all forms of dlscriffiina-
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tory treatment in international commerce, 
and to the reduction of tariffs and. other trade 
barriers; and, in gene.ral, to the attainment 
of ~11 the economic objectives set forth in 
the joint declaration made on August ·14, 
1941, by the President of the United States of 
America and the Prime .Minister of the United 
Kingdom, the basic principles of which were 
adhered to by the Government of the Union 
of Soviet Socialist Republics on September 
24, 1941. . 

At an early convenient date, conversations 
shall be begun between the two Governments 
with a view to determining, in the light of 
governing economic conditions, the best 
means of attaining the above-stated objectives 
by their own agreed action and of seeking 
the agreed action of other like-minded gov­
ernments. 

What does all that verbiage in section 
7 of the master agreement mean? I 
must say that in the committee I was 
unable to find out that it meant anything. 
I think that is something the Members 
of Congress would like to know. I asked, 
for instance, Is there a general compre­
hensive plan here to tie in the Lend­
Lease Act with a post-war international 
economy in the same way that President 
Wilson tried to tie in the League of 
Nations with the peace treaty? 

Mr. Acheson, of the State Department, 
said "No," and Mr. Berle, of the State 

. Department, said ''Yes." Yet between 
the two of them, in spite of the fact that 
Mr. Berle's answer seemed promising, I 
came out of about the same hole with 
Mr. Berle that I went into. 

I would like to read you ,that testi­
mony. On page 125 of the hearings ·I 
asked Mr. Acheson: 

Mr. JoNKMAN. Is it true that there is an 
attempt and an intent here to tie in exten­
sive post-war international reforms and rela­
tions just as President Wilson tried to tie in 
the League of Nations with .the peace treaty? 

Mr. ACHESON. I think not. I think there is 
a: vei:y -clear indication here that what we are 
doing with the other countries is making it as 
clear as we can to them and getting as firm 
a commitment from them as possible that 
they will not attempt to meet the perfectly 
overwhelming Q.itficulties . with which they 
will be faced . by taki1;1g a line of policy which 
would be exclusive. The parties to article 
VII undertake that they will not pursue 
trade by various methods which could be re­
garded as unfair or discriminatory and that 
they will not use their currencies or their 
licensing systems or whatever form of control 
they may have to engage in a form of eco­
nomic warfare after the war instead of open­
ing up and increasing the trade of the world. 
It seems to me to say that the greatest benefit 
the United States can obtain in the eco­
nomic fields seeing that we do not degen­
erate into the type of economic warfare which 
was going on in the late twenties and the 
thirties. Our object is to have a system 
which would expand trade rather than cut it 
down and down and down. 

Let us see what Mr. Berle said. On 
page 226 appears this testimony: 

Mr. JoNKMAN. Can you give us anything 
of that broad policy? I asked Mr. Acheson 
the other day what was meant by that clause 
or. those statements in the master agreements 
in article VII which reads: 

"To that end they shall include provisions 
for agreed action by the United States of 
America and the United Kingdom open to 
participation by all other countries of like 
mind directed to the expansion by appro­
priate international and - domestic bank­
ers of production employment and the ex-

change and consumption of goods which are 
the material foundation of the liberty anc;i 
welfare of all people; to the elimination of 
all forms of discriminatory treatment in in:­
ternational commerce, and to the reduction 
of tariffs and other trade barriers." 

Mr. Acheson was of the opinion that that 
meant ·little more than the bare fact-of 
course, it was premised upon the right to 
take such payment or repayment as might 
be deemed satisfactory to the President-­
referred to little more than that the obliga'­
tions in our favor would not be repaid in 
either gold or other commodities. Now, is 
there not a very broad, extensive plan to fit 
lend-lease into a post-war international 
economy, contemplated by the State Depart­
ment? 

Mr. BERLE. I think you can answer that 
"yes." The State Department has consist­
ently preached and adv.ocated a system of in:­
ternational agreements which shall make 
possible the steady expanding of interna­
tional exchange This involves undoubtedly 
a series of arrangements looking toward the 
increase of exchange between countries. The 
equity of lend-lease, of course, formed one of 
the arguments for working that out. The 
end of the war we all of us hope will not be 
the increased segregation of every nation 
but wm be a return to civilization, which 
permits and encourages a high degree of 
transit of commerce, of individuals, of in­
formation, and so on. 

The aviation question you have under dis­
cussion this morning is of course one part, 
not even a very large part, of that_ resump­
tion of the normal relations between the 
civilized countries. Under the master agree­
ment we have entered into a mutual under;.. 
standing that we will endeavor to cooperate 
toward that end. 

The CHAffiMAN. · The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has-expired. 

'Mr. BLObM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
7 additional minutes to the gentleman 
from Michigan. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield so the gentleman from 
Missouri may ask ·a question of the 
chairman of the committee? 

Mr. JONKMAN. I am glad to yield to 
th~ gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. ELMER. May I ask the chairman 
of the collilllittee if he can furnish any 
more information about this lend-lease 
business than we have received on the 
:floor of the House? Has the gentleman 
any further information about it than 
what has been given here in the last 
2 days? · 

,Mr. BLOOM. There is nothing I can 
say in the way of giving information to 
the committee or to the Members of the 
House other than what is in the hear­
ings. I believe there is full information 
there. I do not know of anything new 
that has ~orne up here. 

Mr. ELMER. I have been listening to 
the discussions here for a couple of days, 
and have been here every minute of the 
time, and I am frank to say that I know 
very little more about it now from the 
discussions than I did yesterday morn­
ing when I first sat down here. 

Mr. BLOOM. Why blame me for 
that? 

Mr. JONKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I de­
cline to yield further. 

The next question was: 
Mr. JoNKMAN. Is it the contemplation of 

the State Department that upon the cessa­
tion of hostilities we will have any balance 

in our favor that we can trade for such con• 
siderations? 

Mr. BERLE. If you are talking financially, 
I do not think any living being can say. 

Further in the testimony I asked this 
question: 

Mr. JoNKMAN. But at all events when it 
comes to the final settlement and we should 
ask in the nature of a return for some of 
those obligations a certain-let us call it 
"franchise in a country"-to land in their 
airports, under that theory of what may con­
stitute repayment, we haven't anything to 
bargain with, have we? • 

Mr. BERLE. I think we have a great deal to 
bargain With, Mr. Congressman, a very great 
deal. 

Mr. J ONKMAN. For instance? 
Mr. BERLE. Let us take a single instance~ 

you can carry it out as far as you please iii 
infinite detail. Under this method of carry­
ing on a common war in considerable meas• 
ure we have pooled production; that is, we 
have worked out methods by which the 
British concentrated on certain kinds of pro­
duction and we on others. At the close of 
the war therefore we shall be equipped ir). 
certain kinds of production, including avia­
tion, to do a great many things for a very 
long time which they are not equip·ped -to do 
at all. And, as you probably realize, one of 
the items which has _ been worrying our 
friends in Britain has been that in aviation 
we are quite likely to move into a situation 
where we have at . once the production and 
the equipment, and they have relatively little. 

When it is said that there are no bargain· 
ing points arising out of this, I am frank to 
say that I do not agree. 

Mr. JONKMAN. That is not a bargaining 
point growing out of the lend-lease arrange­
ment. Tliat is out of our equipment, ' out of 
our own economy. 

Mr. BERLE. Yes. 
Mr. JoNKMAN. Isn't ·that true? 
Mr. BERLE. Yes. 

i· 

Mr. JoNKMAN. I was asking for something 
that grows out of lend-lease? 

Mr. BERLE. Yes, but the reason why th~ 
economy arranged itself that way is largelf 
due to the lend-lease, you see. We agree~ 
that we would make certain types of planes 
and lend-lease them to Britain, therefore 
they did not have to make them, and there:. 
fore abandoned it. 

Mr. JoNKMAN. I quite see your point, but it 
does not grow out of an obligation arising 
out of lend-lease as a contract or agreement 
in which the credit is in our favor. 

Mr. BERLE. It grows out of a situatio~ 
created by the lend7 lease operation, to put it 
accurately, Mr. Congressman. It does not 
grow out of the signature on the bottom of a 
note or something of that kind. 

So, as I say, I came right out of th~ 
same hole I went into without finding out 
a single thing. 

The question is: Do we want to amend 
the bill so as to change the word "find'' 
for the word "deem"? I think, Mr. 
Chairman, it is too late. The die was 
cast in 1941. We gave that power at 
that time, and not only have agreements 
been made under it but the final pay­
ment has already been decided upon. It 
is our word and honor that is at stake. 
We have made those master agreements 
and we must live up to them, cost what 
it will. 

In the second place, I feel that it will 
not accomplish anything because, as I 
have already intimated, we have no trad­
ing balance in our favor. We are put­
ting everything we put into lend-lease 
as a contribution to the preservation of 
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civilization. It is a contribution of blood 
and toil and not money, and we might 
just as well understand it. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONKMAN. I yield to the gentle­
man from Minnesota. 

Mr. AUGUST H. ANDRESEN. In 
other words, the gentleman thinks the 
books will all be balanced when the war 
is over, and nothing will be due us? 

Mr. JONKMAN. Absolutely. That is 
not ih writing, that is not in the agree­
ments, but it is plainly understood 
through the attitude that has been taken 
and the statements we have made, which 
are implied in the written and signed 
agreements. 

May I say in conclusion that the gen­
tleman from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH] 
offered an amendment to the commit­
tee report in lieu of my amendment stat­
ing that it is the sense of the Congress 
that the constitutional processes have 
not been abandoned. This is stated in, 
the last paragraph on page 13 of the re­
port. I think that will take care of it 
as well as anything. But outside of that, 
I do not think there is anything we can 
do to retrieve the situation we got into 
in 1941. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Michigan has expired. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
6 minutes to the gentleman from Cali­
fornia [Mr. ROGERS]. 

Mr. ROGERS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
revise and extend my remarks. 
· The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. ROGERS of California. Mr. 

Chairman, we are considering here the 
question of extending the Lend-Lease 
Act for 1 year. I am for it. I think 
every man in the armed forces is for it. 
I think 90 percent of the American peo­
ple are for it. 

I came direct to this Congress from 
the Army. In the Army I personally felt 
very appreciative of lend-lease. It held, 
so to speak, the left and right fianl~. It 
was the mechanism by which arms were 
supplied to the men who were to fight 
beside our men. In this war for the con­
trol of a planet, lend.-lease has helped 
Russia hold and then counterattack at 
Stalingrad, helped China hold and then 
counterattack at !chang, helped Eng­
land hold and then counterattack in 
Egypt. By keeping the enemy busy at 
other points, it helped make possible our 
taking of Guadalcanal and of north 
Africa. 

Now, in this debate, we have gotten 
of! as to how much money it is going to 
cost. We have wandered off as to who 
controls it-as to whether or not Harry 
Hopkins or some other Washington fig­
ure has anything to do with it. 

Those are minor points. 
In all this debate, let us never lose 

sight of the fact that lend-lease is a mili­
tary necessity; that if we do not have 
lend-lease, we will simply have to take 
the same action under another name. 
Let us debate these minor points, fully 
and thoroughly, but let us never lose 

sight of the underlying fact-military 
necessity. 

I hope this bill will pass without 
amendment. Since I have been here, 
this is the only Government agency that 
I have heard unanimously compli­
mented. Everyone agrees that lend­
lease is well run. It would appear that 
there is no vital need for amendment on 
the administrative side. 

Now, this act was passed in 1941, and 
since that time we have had a parade of 
circumstance such as th" human mind 
can scarcely conceive. For reasons best 
known to himself and his intuition, Hitler 
jumped on Russia. And for reasons 
which my colleague the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. JUDD] so lucidly ex­
plained on the floor of this House, Japan 
finally exploded in the Pacific. One day 
we were peacefully shipping scrap iron 
to Japan, the next we got it back at Pearl 
Harbor. 

And through it all, lend-lease oper­
ated, operated with sufficient :flexibility 
to meet all these changing conditions. 
In the face of its success, rash indeed is 
the man who steps forward to amend it. 
It has operated so successfuly in such 
turbulent times that we should leave it 
alone. 

Remember that this bill created bitter 
debate when it was first passed. Let us 
not now go back into that old, vinegarish, 
acidic, bitter background. Let us not in­
troduce amendments which will have to 
be debated in the old hate-worn phrases 
of 2 years ago. When we speak here, we 
are not pnly speaking to the United 
States, we are speaking to the world. 
Let us present to the world a face of na­
tional unity-of national unity on this 
bill which is one of the keystones of our 
foreign policy. 

Let us not distort this act with amend­
ments. Remember that nations like 
China are ·fighting with the sole hope 
that we can find a way to get lend-lease 
aid to them in time. To distort, to 
amend, to change this bill at this time, 
would cause doubt and dismay on the 
battle fronts of our allies. 

Yesterday my colleague the gentle­
man from New York [Mr. FisH] said that 
lend-lease was "not a two-way street, 
but a one-way avenue.'' The gentleman 
from New York is always worried about 
smears. He worries a great deal about 
them, and he worries about them in al­
most every newspaper. 

I feel that if I were a Russian and 
looked at Stalingrad and its ruins, or a 
Chinese and looked at the ruins of 
Chungking, or an Englishman and looked 
at the ruins of London, and I was told 
that myhelp in reciprocal lend-lease was 
so unimportant as not to be considered, 
I regard that as very close to being a 
smear. We do get reciprocal lend-lease 
from allies, and we even get it from 
China. It is small, but China is a poor 
count::y. She does not have very much 
to give, and I suppose in comparison with 
what we are sending China, reciprocal 
lend-lease of China is small indeed. But 
I feel it is not being fair to our allies to 
say that this is a one-way avenue. The 
Chinese are doing the best they can. 

They are helping us out the best they 
can, and I feel that, while not a smear, 
it is very close to it. 

I commend to the gentleman from New 
York the spirit expressed by the gentle­
man from Texas [Mr. KLEBERG] who 
yesterday in his address said something 
rather similar to this: "That we are all 
in one team together, we are going to win 
together, or we are going to lose together, 
and I wish that instead of criticizing our 
allies we would cooperate with them." 

To repeat, Mr. Chairman, I wish that 
this bill could go through without amend­
ment, and I wish that tomorrow we will 
remember that we are speaking not only 
to the United States, but also to the 
world. There are nations that have been 
fighting and holding on for 2 years with 
this particular bill as one of their great 
hopes. To amend this bill and distort it 
would pe most unfortunate, and I hope 
that the bill will be passed without 
amendment. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROGERS of California. Yes. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. The 

gentleman is talking about being a team. 
That is true, but on any football team, if 
some one fails, or the coach or the cap­
tain thinks that one ·member is not doing 
a complete job, it does not do any harm 
to mention the fact? The gentleman, 
I know, agrees with this. 

Mr. ROGERS of California. I feel 
this is not the time for one of our allies 
to question another. 

Mr. McMURRAY.· Mr. Chairman, will 
the. gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROGERS of California. Yes. 
Mr. McMURRAY. I should just like 

to ask one question in answer to the 
question just heard. Is the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. FISH] the coach 
on the team? 

Mr. ROGERS of California. I do not 
feel that I should answer that. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Califorqia has expired. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from Penn­
sylvania [Mr. SNYDER]. 

Mr. SNYDER. Mr. Chairman, on 
March 12, 1941, or it will be 2 years this 
coming Friday, President Roosevelt 
called to the White House to discuss 
what amount of money should be con­
sidered in the first lend-lease appropria­
tion bill the following Members of Con­
gress: Senator CARTER GLAss, of Virginia; 
Congressman JoHN TABER, of New York; 
Congressman ANDREW JACKSON MAY, of 
Kentucky; Congressman CARL VINSON, 
of Georgia; Senator JAMES F. BYRNES, of 
South Carolina; Senator CARL HAYDEN, 
of Arizona; Senator KENNETH McKELLAR, 
of Tennessee; Congressman J. BUELL 
SNYDER, of Pennsylvania; Congressman 
CLARENCE CANNON, of Missouri; Congress­
man CLIFTON A. WOODRUM, of Virginia; 
and Mr. M. C. Sheild, clerk of the Ap­
propriations Committee. 

Contrary to what was said in many of 
the papers at that time, the President 
did not tell us he wanted $7,000,000,000 
for lend-lease. As in any democratic 
conference, he asked us how much we 

, 
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thought it should be. He said sugges­
tions had come in to him, ranging any 
place from $1,000,000,000 to $11,000,-
000,000. So, before leaving the White 
House that day it was rather unanimous 
that the amount should be $7,000,000,000. 
That amount was reported from the defi- . 
ciency appropriations committee and ap­
proved by Congress. 

At that time lend-lease was not so 
popular among all Members of Congress. 
as it is today because the vote shows 
that on the first lend-lease appropriation 
bill the House vote was, on March 19, 
1941, yeas 336 to nay& 55. 

On the second lend-lease appropria­
tion bill on October 10, 1941, the vote was 
yeas 328 to nays 67. 

On the third lend-lease appropriation 
bill, on December 5, 1941, the vote was 
yeas 310 to nays 5. 

I was one of those who was strong for 
the lend-lease from its very inception. 
We know now that had it not been for 
the lend-lease the world war situation 
would be quite different today. The 
lend-lease is the very backbone of unity 
among the allies. 

If it had not been for lend-lease there 
would have been no American victory 
at the Solomon Islands last August 7. 
If there had been no victory at Solomon 
Islands, Stalingrad would never have 
stood up against the German onslaught. 
You ask why? Well, the Solomon 
Islands victory made it sure in the eyes of 
Russia that Japan would not attack 
Russia at that time or this last winter. 
That being true, Russia was able to bring 
something like a quarter million of her 
northern army with tanks and planes 
and munitions and guns down to help 
out the other armies around Stalingrad. 
There would . have been no big-scale 
bombing on the European front had it 
not been for lend-lease. Of course, many 
of us think that the all-out Allied, Eng­
lish, and American front that started 
with a thousand planes and has been 
kept up almost constantly ever since is a 
second front, so called, of great magni­
tude, inasmuch as the best information 
we can get is that we have destroyed any­
where from 20 to 35 percent of the Ger­
man and Italian war production facilities 
and establishments. Also there would 
have been no invasion of north Africa 
had it not been for lend-lease. This 
north African front is another front of 
considerable magnitude at this hour and 
one that Russia should :JOecognize as a 
real front the same as the bombing front 
in Europe and the Solomon Islands front 
in the South Pacific. Yes; our lend­
lease procedure as we see it now has not 
only aided the Allies in s1,1ch a big way as 
they can continue to fight in a much 
stronger way, but on the other hand we 
believe in the end it will be the means 
of saving the lives of hundreds of thou­
sands of our boys. 

I wish to take this occasion to con­
gr&.tulate the Foreign Affairs Committee 
on bringing out not only this bill with 
such splendid information summarized 
in the hearings. You have done a good 
job, and I believe that the House will 
show its confidence in your work and in 

lend-lease procedure by a unanimous 
vote in the adoption of this resolution. 

Of course, a big job like taking care of 
the lend-lease must have a big man at 
the head of it. President Roosevelt 
showed fine judgment when he selected 
Hon. E. R. Stettinius, Jr., to handle this 
gigantic problem. His business skills 
and business experience fitted him for 
the position, and h~ has proven, in 
handling the same, that we have at 
the head of this great undertaking a man 
for whom we all have the utmost re.: 
spect and every confidence. 

In this same field, I might say that to 
handle our end of the lend-lease in Eng­
land is no small job. It was my privilege 
right before Pearl Harbor to go to Eng­
land in the same clipper with Hon. Ave­
rill Harriman, who has charge of lend­
lease in Europe. I had an opportunity 
to discuss lend-lease with him in detail, 
and in London I saw the way he con­
ducted his office affairs and his office 
procedure. And again I say we are for­
tunate to have a businessman of the abil­
ity of Mr. Harriman looking after our 
lend-lease interests in that part of the 
world. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
15 minutes to the gentleman from Penn­
sylvania [Mr. GERLACH]. 

Mr. GERLACH. Mr. Chairman, we as 
a Nation are engaged in the greatest war 
in the history of mankind. What we do 
and say here today should be that which 
raises the hope and sustains the morale 
of our people. It is true that we cannot 
all agree upon one program, or upon one 
phase of a program, but it is agreed in 
the hearts and minds of all of us that 
our one great objective is the winrung of 
this war. Each of us has our own ideas 
about the methods we should use to at­
tain that mighty objective-our nationai 
defense and our war efforf To this end, 
I have voted for every lend-lease appro­
priation measure in the past 2 years since 
it was enacted into law. 

The measure upon which we now de­
bate is a program of providing goods and 
services to nations resisting the Axis ag­
gressors, undertaken for the defense of 
this country and carried out in the in­
terests of the people of the United States. 
We have aided other peoples under lend­
lease because their interests coincided 
with our interests. 

Unless one has carefully studied the 
reports presented by the Administrator, 
and listened with interest to all the tes­
timony before the Foreign Affairs Com­
mittee by those in charge of the admin­
istration of the program, they are· una­
ware of the important part being played 
by this aid in the global war of today. 

The goods and services which we speed 
to our allies are but one of the many 
streams :flowing into the pool of the 
United Nations' resources. And it is well 
to remember that we are not fighting this 
war alone. We are fighting side by side 
with every country that sees in the Axis 
the grave th1·eat to human liberties 
which, together, we must wipe out. The 
pooling of resources, therefore, is as 
much to our benefit as to that of any 
other nation in the world. 

Under the program we receive what is 
technically termed reciprocal lend-lease 
or lend-lease in reverse. Such aid, pro­
vided without dollar payment by the 
United States, has already meant mil­
lions of dollars in savings to us. With­
out it, we would have been obliged to 
furnish our forces in the various parts 
of the world with immense quantities 
of food and of varied materiel that has 
instead been furnished by our allies. 
We would have been forced to send 
thousands of civilian employees to the 
various fronts to engage in the many 
endeavors coincidental to the mainte­
nance of our armed forces on their far­
fiung battle lines. We have received 
this, however, in goods and services un­
der lend-lease in reverse. 

Major Spiegelberg, of the General Pur­
chasing Board, testified before the com­
mittee that, in the period from June 1 
to December 31, 1942, more than 1,121,-
000 ships' tons of articles and equipment 
have been received by us through this re­
verse process. And this does not include 
the materials for construction which the 
British have supplied solely for our 
forces and which the major avers, will 
mean an expenditure to the British of 
$560,000,000 when completed. 

In addition to this material aid, we 
receive immense benefit in the exchange 
of scientific and technical information 
so vital to the mechanized warfare of 
today. The fact that Great Britain has 
had prior war experience has greatly 
benefited America in the days that have 
followed the dastardly attack on Pearl 
Harbor by the treacherous Nipponese; 
for all that the British have learned in 
actual combat has been turned over to 
us, whether from the standpoint of edu­
cation in aircraft or weapons of war. 
We knew, therefore, of many things in 
record time, things that we would other­
wise not have learned until our baptism 
by fire; things that would have cost us 
quantities of materiel in loss, and per­
haps thousands of lives. This, of itself, 
is of far greater value · to our united war 

_ effort than can ever be measured in 
terms of dollars and cents. 

Mr. Chairman, I have been pleased 
with the able administration of our lend­
lease program, and the reverse system by 
which we are benefited. But I view with 
consternation, too, the fact that the one 
country which may, in the course of 
present history, prove to be our greatest 
ally, has received far too little aid under 
this program. I specifically refer to 
China, the country whose first lady, 
Mme. Chiang Kai-shek, recently gave 
this Congress one of the finest addresses 
any of us have ever heard. I do not 
mean to refiect in any way on Great 
Britain, or any other recipient of lend­
lease aid, by pointing out that China has 
received next to nothing under this act. 
But I am convinced that China should 
have more help, in an ever-increasing 
measure, of the raw materials, the oil, the 
guns, ammunition, the tanks, and planes 
she needs so badly. We dare not for one 
moment underestimate the cunning and 
the power of our Japanese adversary ill 
the Pacific; consequently, we dare not 
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· fail to adequately supply China with vital 
and strategic materials, for the Chinese 
manpower is our greatest present weapon 
in the Pacific theater of war. However 
hungry and pitiful the loyal followers 
of Generalissimo Chiang Kai-shek may 
be; however poorly clothed and fed; re­
gardless of the suffering they have en­
dured for 5 years; the Chinaman who 
dreams of freedom, of liberty, is a first­
class fighting man, and we can thank 
God that we have him on our side. And, 
as material evidence of our faith in China, 
we should make every effort, every sacri­
fice, to ship abundant supplies to this 
ally so that they may hold back the 
treacherous Jap and delay the hordes of 
Hirohito until the not-too-dista.nt day 
when MacArthur leads his legions into 
Tokyo as our planes bomb the last ves­
tiges of Japanese arrogancy from their 
own island home, and our Navy steams 
into the harbors of the "Dying Sun." 

Then, too, Mr. Chairman, I am some­
what surprised at the attitude of our 
Russian ally. I am sure that not one 
of us here in the House missed the speech 
of Josef Stalin, made little more than a 
week ago on the occasion of the twenty­
fifth anniversary of the founding of the 
U. s. S. R. The speech in which Stalin, 
addressing his people, stated that Russia 
was bearing alone the weight of the war 

- with Germany. Perhaps the head of 
· the Soviet Union did not mean to imply 
that the Soviets were lacking in proper 
support of their allies, but that is the 
implication which almost everyone took 
:from his address. 

We realize how devastating to the Ger­
mans has the Russian drive been; there 
is no comparison in modern warfare of 
the brave and courageous march the 
Russians have begun and sustained, an­
nihilating German manpower to such 
a degree that Hitler and his satellites are 
quaking in their boots. 

But let us not forget that effective 
lend-lease to the Russians has been of 
tremendous influence to them and with­
out it, it is extremely doubtful if they 
could not only have sustained their pres­
ent drive, but have withheld the Ger­
man sieges that caused the Russian re-

. treat of a year ago. We began to ship 
lend-lease aid to the Soviet Union in the 
fall of 1941, and to date, according to 
the Stettinius report, we have supplied 
them with more than one and one-half 
billion dollars' worth of goods and serv­
ices. Up to the beginning of last De­
cember we have given them 2,600 planes, 
3,200 tanks, 81,000 trucks and jeeps, and 
every one of us here in this House knows 
the incomparable advantages in modern 
warfare of this great mechanized equip­
ment. Let me remind the Members that 
this equipment represented more than we 
shipped to any other country, including 
Great Britain, under our lend-lease pro­
gram. Great Britain in the same period 
of time gave the Russians another 2,000 
planes and 2,600 tanks. No; my friends, 
Russia is not fighting the Axis alone. I 
am quite emphatic in my statements 
when I say again that without this mag­
nificent aid from the United States, and 
that from Great Britain which cannot be 
discounted, all the courage and fearless­
ness of the Soviets would have availed 

them nothing. You cannot fight dive 
bombers unless you have dive bombers 
and fighter planes of your own. You 
cann·ot send infantry against panzer 
divisions; you have to have tanks to fight 
the same kind of fight. 

And still another factor should be 
made more apparent. Russia needs 
food; as the famed Napoleon is credited 
with saying, "An army travels on its 
stomach," and the Russians, with their 
own wheat fields devastated, and their 

·stores of food hard hit, could not have 
fought and marched and driven without 
food supplies adequate to take care of 
her millions of soldiers and civilians vital 
to her war effort. The United States 
has therefore been shipping large con­
signments of food to the embattled So­
viets and, as has been stated by Lend­
Lease Administration officials during the 
hearings on H. R. 1501, food supplies go­
ing to Russia from now on are expected 
to exceed by a considerable margin lend­
lease food shipments to all other parts 
of the world combined, including those 
shipped to the United Kingdom. Food, 
Mr. Speaker, is ammunition, and it is the 
kind of ammunition that has helped to 
keep the Russian Army in the fight, 
without which the present Russian story 
might have been entirely different, and 
might have proven to be disastrous for 
all the. United Nations. 

There is one other point I wish to de­
velop with regard to the extension of 

.lend-lease: During the · course of the 

. hearings I questioned Administrator 
Stettinius with regard to the return of 
materials which are lend-leased to other 
countries. I was thinking particularly 
of manufactured materials which are 
being shipped to all United Nations 
qualified to receive them under the broad 
provisions of H. R. 1776, the original 
Lend-Lease Act, and which can be re­
turned to us at the end of the war in 
like kind. The assumption is that, if 
we give England 20 tractors, she can 
return 20 tractors to us at the cessation 
of hostilities. While this may seem, at 
the outset, to be reasonable, I wish to 

. call to the attention of my colleagues 
that such a return of tractors or any 
other finished materials at the end of the 
war will mean that much more unem­
ployment of American labor at that 
time. The workmen of Britain, or any 
other country so constrained to return 
such products, will have the work and 
we will receive the finished product while 
our own factories may be idle. The pro­
visions of the act allow us to accept 
strategic raw materials in return for 
such lend-lease, and I sincerely believe 
it would be most wise for those in charge 
of the administration of this act to so 
arrange that, when the time comes and 
victory has been won, we bring back the 
strategic raw materials that will give 
work to our American people, be it in 
exchange for tractors, farm machinery, 
industrial machinery or machine tools 
of any kind as well as the instruments 
of war. 

It was most gratifying to me to have 
Administrator Stettinius state that he 
and his coworkers, as well as State De­
partment officials, have had this point 
in mind. However, I believe we should 

have some definite assurance that such 
equipment will not, of itself, be returned 
to us save in the form of strategic raw 
materials. 

In my humble opinion, all things con­
sidered, lend-lease is a tangible policy 
of direct effect upon our war effort and 

I ·it should be extended at this time. I am 
deeply concerned with the fact that we 
need a constructive foreign policy that 
combines economy and efficiency with 
the original object of winning the war 
and in using our ultimate victory wisely. 
I believe lend-lease is a part of such a 
policy and ask my colleagues to support 
H. R. 1501, extending the provisions of 
the act for an additional year so that 
the great bulk of production not used 
by o·ur own forces continues to go to 

·those 43 nations who are our allies, and 
who will make the most effective use of 
it to bring to an early and glorious end 
this great global war, and so that we in 

·the United States can protect, preserve, 
and perpetuate our Republic and the 
American way of life. -

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, -I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from Mas­
'sachusetts [Mr. HERTER]. 

Mr. HERTER. Mr. Chairman, at the 
very outset let me say that I am heartily 
in favor of extending the Lend-Lease 
Act and of the action taken by the For­
eign Affairs Committee in unanimously 
reporting the bill now before the House. 
I will try in the very few minutes al­
lotted to me not to repeat or cover the 
ground so well covered in the last 2 
days, but to raise two questions that are 
not perhaps serious at this moment, 
when th~re is practically unanimity in 
the House in respect to the lend-lease 
program, but which may in the next 12 
months cause very serious concern to all 
of us. The bill as originally enacted gave 
to the President colossal powers and co­
·lossal responsibilities. Section 3 (b) has 
been read here and under that section of 
the act the President alone can de­
termine to what nations and in what 
amounts materials of war are to be 
sent, :1..nd the President alone is em­
powered to determine the benefits which 
the United States shall receive in re­
turn. 

The congressional grant of authority 
is made in the broadest terms with no 
guide to the President's judgment and 
no limitation on his discretion. There is 
no definition of benefits. Congress did 
not incorpor.ate in the statute any 
criteria to govern the policy to be pur­
sued. 

The bill now before the House provid­
ing for a 12-month extension of the act 
is similarly de~oid of any specific direc­
tions or precise expression of congres­
sional intent. No provision has been 
made for registering congressional judg­
ment and concurrence with respect to 
what is done in fulfillment of the pro­
gram. It is a situation that contains the 
seeds of future difficulties and contro­
versies, political and economic, as well as 
military. 

A great deal has been said as to 
whether or not an international debt is 
being created by the act and by there­
newal of the act. The very term lend­
lease implies something to be repaid. 
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Section 3 (a) specifically states that 
payment or repayment in kind or prop­
erty "or such other direct or indirect 
benefits" shall be such as the President 
deems satisfactory. 

Finally, the master lend-lease agree­
ments employ the phrase "final deter­
mination of benefits." This language 
in conjunction with the other words very 
clearly implies some form of debt which 
must be liquidated by a final agreement. 

I feel that that may lead to very 
serious misunderstandings in the future. 
It is with respect to the question of the 
·benefits which accrue to the United 
States and the danger of public miscon­
ception on this score that I testified at 
·the committee hearings on the pending 
bill on February 16. The gentleman 
from New York [Mr. WADSWORTH] today 
said it would be infinitely better if we 
were not trying to set up balance sheets, 
and I agree with him. To try to evalu­
ate our contributions to our allies and 
their contributions to us, and to try to 
strike a balance on a dollar-and-cents 
basis, misrepresents the true nature of 
these transactions, and to cultivate an 
expectation of some post-war settlement 
in gold or goods is to invite future 
trouble. 
. Let me rapidly run over the possible 
benefits that may accrue. Reverse lend­
lease-the amount of supplies and serv­
ices which our allies are currently giv­
ing to us-is very largely of inestimable 
assistance in our common undertaking. 
I think we are all in agreement now that 
in the post-war period receiving bene­
fits in the form of money or in goods or 
in services will be impossible. They will 
not be there to be given or taken. We 
·must look elsewhere if there are to be 
benefits. You can find a second cate­
-gory of benefits under the head of stra-
-tegic bases, as has been discussed, or 
under the head of air fields and air 
rights throughout the world. It is my 
own feeling that the lend-lease agree­
ments are very doubtful instruments to 
use to try to secure those advantages. 
·Let me explain that. 
. . To try to withhold lend-lease materials 
·from any nation in the world today that 
requires it to fight this common war 
seems to me to be unconscionable. Yet 
many people believe that lend-lease 
·Should be used as a leverage with which 
to secure advantages for ourselves in 
the form of material thingS. 
· Finally, the forms of benefits which 
are contemplated in the master lend­
lease agreements are of two kinds-­
benefits that come as trade agreements 
and benefits that might come as post­
war political agreements. 

To my mind, the entire lend-lease 
operation, as has been stated before, is 
essentially a military operation. It is a 
vehicle by which we contribute to the 
waging of a war which has become a 
joint undertaking of ourselves and our 
allies. 

It was and is today as much in our 
national interest to furnish materials of 
war including foodstuffs to those na­
tions which are fighting our enemies as 
it was and is of assistance to them. It 
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is undertaken with a view to bringing 
about completion by joint effort, and by 

· "completion," I think we can all agree, we 
.mean complete victory and security for 
the nations after that victory. That se­
curity can of course be obtained or we 
hope it can be obtained in a number of 
ways. Presumably there must be polit­
ical agreements. Presumably there 
must be some economic agreements. 
Presumably also it is those agreements 
as contemplated in the master lend­
lease that will represent benefits to the 
United States. But I still fear serious 
misunderstandings on this score, and I 
fear them particularly 12 months from 
now when this matter will again come 
before the House for further renewal, 
unless the war has ended, because at 
that time, whether we like it or not, this 
country will be approaching a Presi­
dential election at which time political 
and partisan advantage may well be 
taken of what may be con"Sidered inade­
quacy of the benefits accruing to the 
United States under the lend-lease pro­
gram. 

The second thing I fear and fear 
greatly under this act, may likewise face 
us 12 months from now. We have heard 
a great deal about the food situation in 
the United States. Anyone looking dis­
passionately at our statistical position as 
far as food is concerned cannot help but 
be struck by the very ugly fact that 12 
months from now we are likely to be 
suffering from a serious shortage of food 
in this country, a shortage which will be 
·accentuated by the fact that as a weapon 
of war we must use food to send to for-
eign nations. 
· I had considerable experience with re­

:gard to food and the distribution of food 
as a weapon of war and a weapon of 
peace immediately after the last war. 
We are going to have to pull our belts in. 
We are going to have to pull them in 
very seriously within the next 12 months. 
When that time ·comes it is going to be 
inevitable that many people in this coun­
try will be saying, and saying loudlY, that 
this country should be fed first before we 
send any food abroad for foreign nations. 
Frankly, I feel that somehow we must 
manage to do both. We must manage to 
feed our own people, but we must not 
suspend the immensely necessary ship­
ments of food to our allies and to sub­
pect peoples that may be released from 
the German yoke, and I am afraid, how­
ever, that with a growing shortage of 
food the clamor for halting food ship­
ments under lend-lease may grow and 
may turn very seriously to embarrass all 
of us at a time when the renewal of lend­
lease comes before us once again. I can 
well visualize a situation in the next 12 
months where our troops will be enter­
ing Greece, southern Italy, France, Bel­
gium, Holland, or Denmark. Wherever 
we go we will find starving peoples. As 
a purely military matter, entirely aside 
from a humanitarian matter, it is going 
to be absolutely essential for us to feed 
the people. · If we do not do it, who will 
feed them? 

If I know anything of the temper of 
the American doughboy, he is not going 

to wage war in a country where women 
and children are starving unless he 
shares his own last crust with those 
women and children. As a purely mili­
tary matter, any commander in the field 
will tell you the most dangerous thing 
to cope with is a starving civilian popu­
lation at your back when you are under­
taking a military operation. 

Mrs: ROGERS of Massachusetts. Will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HERTER. I yield. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. The 

gentleman speaks from exp~rience, be­
cause he did a very fine work during the 
World War in Europe along the line of 
feeding hungry people. 

Mr. HERTER. I thank the lady for 
her compliment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has ex­
pired. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman 1 additional minute. 

Mr. HERTER. I think there is need 
of pointing out the dangers that we are 
facing in the next 12 months, but I 
should like to make what I believe to be 
a constructive contribution to the dis­
cussion. I should like to see the leader­
ship of both sides of this House, by ap­
propriate resolution, not only commis­
sion but instruct the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, or perhaps a subcom­
mittee of it or a special subcommittee 
of the Appropriations Committee, to 
maintain a continuing review of the 
entire lend-lease operations, with all its 
ramifications of foreign policy. 

Lend -lease sends us reports once every 
3 months. The reports are sent to Con­
gress as a whole; what is everybody's 
business is nobody's business. I feel that 
the example of what the committee has 
done in giving information to the House 
in the last few days, and through the 
House to the people of the country 
through its reports, ought to be a contin­
uous operation. · This is not a partisan 
matter. It is a matter of such import 
to the success of the war effort that it 
should be continued. Many serious mis-: 
understandings could be avoided in this 
way. A continuing examination by a 
special committee and an impartial ap­
praisal of what is being done under the 
lend-lease program might well go a long 
way toward reassuring the country at a 
time when such reassurance may be bad­
ly needed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLOOM. I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from Washington [Mr. MAG­
NUSON]. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. Chairman, I 
rise at this time for the purpose of clear­
ing up the record on one matter that 
happens to fall to my lot. 

The United States· Navy some days ago 
unofficially expressed the desire through. 
its Secretary and high-ranking officers 
that the United States acquire for naval 
purposes throughout the Pacific a cer­
tain series of bases, where we now have 
installations, and where possibly some 
installations will be made further in this 
war or even during peacetime. The 
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House Naval Affairs Committee was in­
structed to appoint a subcommittee to 
handle that matter. I was made the 
chairman of that subcommittee. The 
Navy Department, our subcommittee, 
and the Department of State are work­
ing on the matter. 

There has been so much talk about 
lend-lease and there has been an attempt 
on the part of many commentators and 
some newspaper writers to link up this 
desire on the part of the Navy with some 
sort of reverse lend-lease assistance in 
relation to Australia, New Zealand, 
China, and even Russia. I want to make 
the record clear on this point by saying 
that the only purpose, the only desire 
of going about doing the spade work of 
acquiring these needed bases throughout 
the Pacific, is motivated by purely mili­
tary purposes. It has nothing to do 
with lend-lease, and I like to think of it 
in this way: That is merely a desire on 
the part of the Navy to get the imple­
ments, those implements that are going 
to be necessary for the Navy in this war 
and the post-war world in the Pacific 
to carry out the inescapable responsi­
bility that is going to devolve upon the 
United States Navy in the Pacific Ocean. 

I cannot see any reason, and I do not 
know of any fact that has been presented, 
when this war is over that it will not be 
the bulk of our responsibility to main­
tain peace in the Pacific. Surely it is 
our main responsibility to fight the war 
in the Pacific; and ours alone, in the 
north, of course, aided by Australia and 
New Zealand; and what we are giving to 
Australia and New Zealand under lend­
lease has nothing to do with this move 
at all; and I hope the record will stand 
clear once and for all that the United 
States Navy, or my committee, or any 
other group that has anything to do with 
this is not in any way connecting up 
what we do with lend-lease to Australia, 
New Zealand or these other countries. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 
Mr. EBERHARTER. I am glad the 

gentleman made that statement. I take 
it that, in other words, the Naval Affairs 
Committee has just done its duty in mak­
ing studies now so it can make proper 
recommendations to the Congress con­
cerning bases that are needed for the 
protection of this country. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I may say to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania that, in 
other words, it means we want to have at 
our disposal during the war and after the 
war such implements, whether they be 
bases by lease or acquisition or taken from 
the enemy by force-such implements 
that we can better carry out the respon­
sibility that is going to be ours in the 
Pacific. 

Mr. EBERHARTER. I want to com­
pliment the committee for having under­
taken this work and compliment it also 
on its selection of the subcommittee. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. What we are doing 
by lend-lease for Australia and New Zea­
land may, as the gentleman from New 
York pointed out, when the books are 
balanced be just about even. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Washington has expired. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman 2 additional minutes. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 
Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 

believe there is a feeling now that we 
should have acquired things that way 
long ago. I wish the gentleman would 
read, although probably he has already 
done so, the testimony of Assistant Sec­
retary of State Berle. Mr. Berle in­
dicates that our privileges and rights 
should be preserved. He did not recom­
mend an amendment to the Lend-Lease 
Act, but I feel that in his statement 
there is very clear indication of what his 
wishes are for the future, that we should 
have ample protection. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. We have heard talk 
about the possible ingratitude of other 
countries._ I think the House should 
know that 10 days ago, after the forma­
tion of this group, the Prime Minister of 
New Zealand, through his Minister in 
Washington, Mr. Nash, demonstrated 
the reaction of his country to this pro­
gram by saying publicly to the whole 
world that they in New Zealand were an 
ally of the United States and were per-­
fectly wil'ling to sit down then and dis­
cuss leasing the bases we may need for 
use in the Pacific. · 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Will 
the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 
Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. 

After all, it is our responsibility to look 
after our own protection; we cannot ex­
pect other nations to do it for us. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. Then there are the 
Japanese mandated islands. I hope that 
within a short time we shall have hun­
dreds of them. We should be laying the 
ground work and doing the spade work, 
so that when we go to the peace table 
we shall know how we want to do this 
job. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
30 seconds to the gentleman from 
Washington in order that he may answer 
a question of the delegate from Alaska. 

Mr. DIMOND. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I yield. 
Mr. DIMOND. I hope the gentleman 

and his able subcommittee will give some 
thought not only to the acquisition of 
bases in the Pacific but to the reacqui­
sition of one of the finest harbors and 
one of the most splendid natural bases in 
the Pacific; that is in the island of Kiska, 
now in the possession of the enemy. 

Mr. MAGNUSON. I am sure the Navy 
has that under active consideration at 
this time. 

Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con­
. sent to revise and extend my own re­
marks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, 
it is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

gentleman from Washington has ex­
pired. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman: I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle­
man from Wisconsin [Mr. O'KoNsKil. 

Mr. O'KONSKI. Mr. Chairman, for 2 
days now I Q.ave listened to speeches by 
Members of this House on this lend­
lease bill. It stirs me that in this 2 
days of debate it appears that the Mem­
bers of this House have completely lost 
their heads. Time and again I have 
heard statements by the vast majority in 
this House to the effect that this act is 
misnamed. Statements have been made 
to the effect time and again that this is 
not a lend-lease bill that it is a "give­
away" bill. I cannot conceive Members 
of this House losing their heads so com­
pletely that all they are thinking of is 
giving away and getting nothing in 
return. 

I have never heard, in the entire his­
tory of the world, of any country that 
ever got any place just giving away and 
getting nothing in return. I ask you in 
all decency and in all fairness, how far 
do you think this country will get by 
giving away its manpower, by giving 
away its blood, by giving its money and 
by giving away its natural resources 
without getting one iota in return. 

It appears that the Members of this 
House are more worried of the welfare of 
the people outside of the United States 
than they are concerned about our own 
people within the United States. We 
talk of starvation and deprivation every­
where else in the world, but we close our 
eyes to the starvation and the depriva­
tion right here at home. For right here 
at home today, right now, we have hun­
dreds of thousands of people who are 
just as bad off as some of the people in 
other parts of the world that we are so 
concerned about. I am talking about our 
old people who today, with the high cost 
of livl.ng, do not even get enough to keep 
body and soul together. All they are 
getting from us is slow starvation allow­
ances. And it worries me terribly to see 
the attitude of this House in the fram·e 
of mind where they literally want to give 
this country away to somebody else and 
at the same time close their eyes to the 
deprivation and starvation here at home. 

Mr. Chairman, do not misunderstand 
-me. I am for the cooperation of the 
United Nations in prosecuting this war. 
I feel that we should do our share. Yes; 
I even feel that we should do more than 
our share. But I do not agree with the 
Members of this House that we should 
do everything and pay for everything. 
I feei that ~very country in the United 
Nations cause should do its just share. 
And I am of the honest opinion that 
there are nations in the United Nations 
cause who are not exerting themselves 
to the limit simply because they know 
that we are an easy mark and will do it 
ourselves if they do not. 

The British Empire consists of more 
than one-fourth of all tte land in the 
world. The sun never sets on the Brit­
ish Empire. The British Empire has 
more than 500,000,000 people, or more 
than one-fourth of all the people in the 
world. The British Empire has more 
natural wealth and far more resources 
as a whole than any country in the rest 
of the world. 

Yet the total exertion on the part of 
this vast empire for the coming year will 
be somewhere around $30,000,000,000, 
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and it has so far organized ·· an army 
totaling not more than 7,000,000 men. 

The United States of America is a 
small country compared to the British 
Empire. We have one-fourth the popu..; 
lation of the British Empire; we do not 
have one-half the resources of the Brit­
ish Empire; and yet our exertion this 
year will reach a total of more than 
$110,000,000,000, and our goal is to have 
an. Army of 11,000,000 me::1. Now, un­
derstand me, I am not saying that we 
are doing too much. I feel that this is 
an all-out war, and we must exert our­
selves all the way. However, I think that 
this should be uniformly so. And it is 
high time that other countries in the 
United Nations cause exerted themselves 
all of the way. 

I think that in consideration of this 
give-away bill we should consider some 
danger signs. We should not let our 
judgment run away from us. We must 
consider the consequences as well as the 
goof!. points. I propose to consider some 
of '~hese consequences today and to put a 
sign post here and there marking the 
danger that lies ahead if we are going to 
completely lose our heads about this 
proposition. I am concerned especiallY. 
about the matter of our financial struc­
ture and how much it can stand before 
it breaks completely from under us. 

I am seriously concerned about tlle 
frightening way in which our debt has 
been accumulating. ·And I am especially 
so seriously concerned when I consider 
what a beautiful and magnificent job 
the British are doing in holding their 
national debt down. And while we are 
so seriously concerned about the star­
tling increase in our national debt, there 
are still right in this House Members who 
are already planning to rehabilitate the 
world at our expense and further in­
crease our national debt. And then at 
the same time, these Members are so 
faint-hearted that they say, "We don't 
want anything out of this war; we just 
want the honor of giving this country 
away man by man and piece by piece.'' 

What am I talking about? Simply 
this. The United States of America and 
Great Britain are the only 2 nations in 
the history of the world that have not 
yet gone through the financial wringer. 
Before this Second World War started, 
this country and Britain already had a 
heavy national debt. Right now, for in­
stance, we still owe every penny that we 
spent in the last World War, and that 
was 26 years ago. On top of that we 
have the debt of the large-scale relief 
program. And now on top of that we 
are going to have another $200,000,000,-
000 added to our National debt as a result 
of this war. At the beginning of this 
war the Britis.h financial position, how­
ever, was worse than ours. Suffice it to 
say that only a year ago the British 
pound sterling was sold for as little as 
$1.50. That is how bad the British fi­
nances were in 1939. A British pound 
worth only $1.50 compared to the official 
value of $4 per pound. 

However, what has happened as a re­
sult of our running wild in spending 
money. In the 14 months that we have 
been at war we hav(! almost ruined our 

financial struct.ure while Britain, dur­
ing 3 years of war, has actually improved 
its financial structure. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like very much 
to read for you an article from the New 
York Herald Tribune, written by Geof­
frey Parson, London correspondent. I 
want to read this article to you to show 
you what is happening to the financial 
structure of the United States of Amer­
ica as a result of our careless finances 
and as a result of our losing our heads 
completely. Here is the article which 
Geoffrey Parson, the London correspond­
ent, sends to the New York Herald 
Tribune, and just listen to this article: 

There has been considerable discussion of 
· a discreet sort in British financial circles in 

the last few weeks about the current relative 
value of the pound sterling and the Ameri­
can dollar, with some fairly strong sugges­
tions that the dollar is due for a revaluation 
in terms of pound sterling. 

Various calculations have been brought for­
ward to show that the American dollar is 
not exactly up to the position it currently 
holds in relation to the English pound. 
United States Budget estimates for 1943-44 
total around $100,000,000,000, compared with 
approximately $20,000,000,000 for Great Brit­
ain. On the basis of these calculations 
Britain, with less than one-third the popula­
tion of the United States, is spending only 
one-fifth as much money for the prosecution 
of the war. 

"It is known, .. points out the financial 
editor of the News Chronicle, "for example, 
that the costs of certain manufactured war 
products in America is in dollars much higher 
than four times their cost in pounds here. 
It is known that the ratio of wages of workers 
doing comparable work is nearer $8 to the 
pound than $4. 

"And again, the pay of American soldiers 
is notoriously much higher than the pay o! 
British soldiers. At $4 to the pound the 
American private soldier gets something over 
8 shillings a day, against the British Tom­
my's 3 shillings, 1. e., between 2¥2 and 3 
times as much, giving an equivalent of, say, 
$10 to $11 to the pound. 

"In view of all this evidence," says this 
financial expert, "we must conclude that 
America's war expenditure-the American 
war effort-is to a not inappreciable extent 
overstated by translating dollars into pounds 
at four to one. The last thing I want to do 
would be to minimize America's effort. That 
is, by any mode of calculating, colossal. 
Nevertheless, there are dangers in exaggerat­
ing, and I can only express my belief that it 
would be a more accurate measure to take 
the dollar at about 6 to the pound and to 
say that America's 1943-44 war expenditures 
will not be 5 times ours, but 3 times ours." 

Other comparisons have been put forward 
to illustrate what is called an inaccurate re­
lationship between the dollar and the pound. 
The average hourly wage in America, it was 
pointed out, is almost double that in Britain, 
which assuming an equal productivity, would 
presume an exchange value of $8 to $9 to the 
pound. On comparable war work, it is sug­
gested, such as ship construction, American 
production is much more costly, even though 
faster. 

As one observer remarked, if the production 
of ships or munitions takes more man-hours 
1n the United States and each man-hour car­
ries double the wage rate there, 1t follows 
that, for comparing the output of these, 
more than $8, perhaps in some cases as much 
as $16, must be reckoned to the pound. 

There you have it, ladies and gentle­
men, and remember this is not a Nazi 
viewpoint, this is the viewpoint of our 

friends. 'l'his is the viewpoint of one 
of our leading allies. They see in our 
wild finances more danger than the 
Members of our own House assembled 
right here see. British financiers are 
actually more worried about our finan­
cial structure than we are here repre­
senting the people of the United States 
of America. Here we actually have a 
condition of affairs where people who 
know finances are beginning to tell us 
that the British pound sterling and the 
American dollar must be revaluated. 
Here we have members of high finance 
telling us that the British pound ster­
ling is not worth $4 a pound but it is 
actually worth $16 a pound because of 
America's loose finances and loose 
spending. 

Herein, ladies and gentlemen, lies a 
very evident danger signa!. In consid­
ering this "give-away bill" then let us 
stop for at least 5 minutes and consider 
the consequences and see if we are not 
going too far. Let us actually stop, look; 
and listen before it is too late and I ask 
you in all fairness, with the danger 
staring us in the face, "Is it not rather 
silly to talk now about a world order 
and about rehabilitating the world?" 
How in the world can we rehabilitate 
the world if the credit of the United 
States of America is being crushed out? 
How can we rehabilitate the world if as 
a result of our loose finances we find 
that our dollar is worth nothing on the 
world market, and it seems rather ironi­
cal to me that at this time when we are 
losing our heads about saving the world, 
those we are about to save are already 
beginning to question the credit and the 
financial structure of the country that 
is about to save them. I plead with you 
and I beg with you, Members of the 
House, to keep our feet oil the ground: 
No matter how far we may lose our 
heads, no matter how far we might let 
our emotions run away with us, for the 
sake of our country let us keep our feet 
firmly on the gr<mnd. Unless we do 
that, we are not saving humanity, we 
are merely putting this country in so 
weak a position that instead of us trying 
to save the world, we might have to call 
upon the world to save us. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 
minutes to the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. SMITH]. 

Mr. SMITH of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
it would appear that I am to be the only 
Member of the House who is taking the 
floor in this debate and opposing this 
bill. 

I am happy for the distinction. 
If this bill were not passed the Presi­

dent would still have $55,000,000,000 of 
so-called lend-lease money to spend. 

I shall vote against extending the time 
of the so-called Lend-Lease Act, and I 
want the Members of the House, but 
more especially the people who elected 
me to Congress, to know my reasons for 
taking this action. 

I voted against the lend-lease bill when 
it was originally proposed because I be­
lieved it to be against the best interests 
of our country. Since then I have be­
come more and more convinced of the 
correctness of that position, and I am 
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now more than ever opposed to this pro­
gram and policy, 

It is my studied conviction that this 
scheme is actually injuring our war ef­
fort, instead of aiding it; that it has in 
it potentialities to lose the peace for us, 
and the possibilities of completely un­
dermining our economy and involving 
our country in some sort of international 
or world economic and social order that 
would destroy us as an independent 
Nation. 

It is not generally known that this pro­
gram is being used not only as a war 
measure, but also as a means to bring 
about a politically planned world state. 
It forms a part of the grandiose scheme 
of the bureaucrats and politicians, di­
rected by the President, to pian for our 
country a different kind of economy and 
government than we have heretofore 
been living under. Lend-lease is being 
used as a mixture for aiding the war ef­
fort, and for global economic and social 
planning. This fact should constantly 
be kept clearly in mind for a true under­
standing of the subject we are consider­
ing, for it cannot help but affect seriously 
our war activity, as well as our future 
way of life. 

Another thing should also be kept in 
mind, namely, the term "lend-lease" is 
a complete misnomer, and, so far as I 
can find out, nothing even remotely com­
parable with this scheme can be found 
anywhere in the history of mankind. 

Thirteen witnesses, in all, appeared be­
fore the committee to testify. Eight of 
them were administration representa­
tives and five were Congressmen. 

No attempt whatever was made to de­
velop the far-reaching and profound im­
plications involved in the giving away of 
so great a portion of our substance 
through lease-lend, or to determine the 
effect upon our economy, or upon our 
war effort, or upon our very sovereignty. 
Only the gentleman from Minnesota, 
Congresman MAAS, touched upon the 
effect upon our war effort. In my 
opinion, he made out a good case against 
giving our war supplies away to other 
nations, as we are doing, when these 
supplies are so badly needed by our own 
soldiers in the Pacific area, where, he 
stated, there is a critical shortage of 
supplies. The gentleman from Minne­
sota, Congressman MAAs, however, sup:. 
ported the bill. 

Perhaps the most outstanding feature 
in the hearings on this bill is the new 
streamlined cliche or slogan invented by 
the administration spokesmen for lend­
lease to further delude the public. No 
doubt it has been sensed that there is a 
deep-seated propensity in the minds of 
the people against giving our substance 
away under the mask of lend-lease, es­
pecially our war supplies, when our own 
soldiers in the field are in such dire need 
of fighting equipment. Probably the 
smoldering resentment that is welling up 
against this anomalous program is also 
being sensed. Otherwise, why the 
strained effort by the administration wit­
nesses to make it appear that we are 
now receiving supplies from the coun­
tries to which we extend lend-lease, in 
1uch substantial amounts as to make the 

transaction practically an even trade? 
A new subterfuge had to be found~ 
"Lend-lease and lend-lease in reverse'' 
will do the trick, so it appears the ad­
ministration witnesses thought. Witq 
this sophisticated catch-all phrase it is 
now hoped to lull the opposition. 

It is remarkable how the administra­
tion witnesses before the Foreign Affairs 
Committee leaned backward to make 
out a case for what they called "lend­
lease in reverse" or "reciprocal aid," or 
the amount of supplies furnished us by 
the countries receiving lend-lease. In 
reading the testimony of these witnesses 
one is almost forced to conclude they 
had been drilled in what to say and to 
stress this point. 

THE TERM LEND-LEASE IS A DECEPTION 

When one lends or leases anything of 
value, one gives it over to another tern- . 

· porarily, either without or with compen- . 
sation for its use, on condition that the 
thing itself, its equivalent in kind, or 
something of equal value be returned to 
the person who did the lending or leas­
i:ng. There is a contract between the 
parties which specifically provides for 
final settlement. Nothing like this is in­
volved in the concept of lend-lease. 

In a few words, lend-lease simply 
means that we give away to other na­
tions, not only our allies, but others as 
well, things of value, presumably to aid 
them in prosecuting the war against our 
enemies. The understanding is that 
anything left over of the supplies we 
give away, after the war is over will be 
returned to us. Being materials of war 
little of value will remain to be returned. 

The fact is, the amount of war aid in 
the form of materials, . services, and so 
forth, that we have received and can 
expect to receive from the countries re-

. ceiving lend-lease from us is and will be 
at best piddling compared with what we 
have given and will give them. The dif­
ference between what we give and what 
we receive will be ana is so great that 
the true term to designate this scheme 
should be give away and not lend-lease~ 

If the American people want to give 
their labor and substance away, as this 
plan does, that is one thing, but to de­
ceive them into believing that we are 
getting economic value equal, or even 
remotely equal, to that which we give 
out, that is quite another. It is a crime: 

There is no precedent for give away. 
It was farfetched, to say the least, 

for Mr. Stimson, Secretary of War, to 
point to the old historic practice of Eng­
land of paying subsidies to her allies, as 
a precedent ·for the outright gifts we 
make to other nations in the name of 
lend-lease. The subsidies and "subsidy 
treaties" England made to and with her 
many allies from the 14th to the 19th 
century had nothing whatever in com­
mon with lend-lease. Those subsidies 
were not only quid pro quo bargains but 
from what I know about them and the 
financial history of England, they were 
preeminent quid pro quo bargains. 
They involved specific exchange con• 
tracts. Each·party to the contract obli­
gated itself to deliver to the other some­
thing definite. The following examples 
of her subsidy arrangements show how 

exacting England was in her barg~ining 
terms: 

In April 1793 Granville signed with the, 
Sardinian ambassador a treaty granting that 
kingdom during tl!e war a subsidy of 200,00~ 
pounds yearly, conditional on the mainte­
nance of a Sardinian army of 50,000. (Ward 
& Gooch, p. 238.) 

By the treaty with Prussia of April 19, 1794, · 
Prussia was to supply an army of 62,000 men 
against France. In return, England and the 
United Provinces (Holland) were to pay her 
50,000 pounds monthly. (Ward & Gooch, p. 
246.) 

If it is true, as we read in the Cam­
bridge History of Foreign Policy, that the 
"series of subsidy treaties • • * is 
perhaps the most long-lived feature of 
British foreign policy,'' then it would in­
deed be an odd state of affairs if the 
pound sign was not present somewhere 
in every one of those transactions. 
Think of England, preeminent in finan­
cial integrity and management for a 
thousand years, ever failing to drive a 
hard bargain with her allies. 

It was absurd for Mr. Berle, Assistant 
Secretary of State, to say to the Commit­
tee on Foreign Affairs: 

The first lend-lease in history was lend­
lease from Britain to ourselves when she 
lend-leased to us shore batteries which were 
designed for the defense of American coasts 
in th< quasi war with France in 1799. 

Lend-lease-

He said further-
is not a new thing; it is a quite old thing. 

And then added: 
Though ours happens to be its most spec­

tacular 1llustration. 

Spectacular, indeed. Sixty billion doJ~ 
lars' worth of American labor, and we do 
not know how much more, an amount 
equal to at least one-fifth of the labor 
required to produce the total wealth ac­
cumulated in our country over a period 
of more than 3 centuries, has been appro.:. 
priated by the Congress to ·be given away, 
It is to be given away to a billion and a. 
half people, nearly three-fourths of the 
total population of the world, scattered 
over the whole earth, and occupying 
three-fourths of the land area of the en­
tire globe. More than 16.5 billions of this 
labor has already been allocated, more 
than 12.5 billions obligated, upward of 
10 billions given away, and is being given 
away at the rate of 9 or 10 billions 
annually. 

No; there has never been but one lend­
lease, and there probably never will be 
another, for it is doubtful if the world 
will ever be able to stanJ another. 
ADMINISTRATION WITNESSES WANT GIVE-AWAY 

PRESENTLY AND AS A PERMANENT POLICY FOR 
A VARIETY OF POLITICAL, ECONOMIC, AND SO­
CIAL PURPOSES 

Mr. Stettinius, Administrator for 
Lend-Lease, before the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, approved wholeheartedly 
the idea of using lend-lease as a vehicle 
for post-war planning, as wel .. as for the 
winning of the war. 

Major Spiegelburg, recorder, General 
Purchasing Board, United States Army, 
said he th,ought lend-lease should con­
tinue after the war; -that-

It is the greatest hope for lastq peace. 
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Mr. Acheson, Assistant Secretary of 

State, gave strong approval td using lend­
lease as a peace measure, as well as­
an ir.dispensable instrument of foreign pol­
icy. Many aspects of the arrangement-

He said-
made for mutual aid, through lend-lease and 
lend-lease in reverse, call for extended nego­
tiations with foreign governments vitally af­
fecting our political and economic relations 
with them. 

Mr. Berle, Assistant Secretary of State, 
told the committee we should not forget 
our lend-lease expenditures at the inter­
national bargaining · counter. He ex­
pressed himself as being in favor of give­
away before we were formally in the war 
as a permanent policy. 
AGREEMENTS WITH GIVE-AWAY COUNTRIES ARE 

NOT TRUE CONTRACTS 

The following, taken from the master 
agreement with the Soviet Union, shows 
. on its face the folly of considering this 
agreement as a contract in the sense the 
term contract is commonly used. 

And whereas the Governments of the 
United States of America and the Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics are mutually de­
sirous of concllAding now. a preliminary agree­
ment in regard to the provis.ion of defense 
aid and in regard to certain considerations 
which shall be taken into account tu deter­
mining such terms and conditions and the 
making of such an agreement has been in all 
respects duly authorized, and all acts, con­
ditions, and formalities which it may have 
been necessary to perform, fulfill, or execute 
prior to the making of such an agreement in 
conformity with the laws either of th•3 United 
States of America or of the Union of Soviet 
Socialist Republics have been performed, ful­
filled, or executed as required; 

And whereas it Is expedient that ~he final 
determination of the terms and conditions 
upon which the government of the Union of 
Soviet Socialist Republics receive such aid 
and of the benefits to be received by the 
United States of America in return therefor 
should be deferred until the extent of the 
defense aid is known and until the progress 
of events makes clearer the final terms and 
conditions and benefits which will be in the 
mutual interests of the United States of 
America and the Union of Soviet Socialist 
Republics ancl will promote the establish­
ment and maintenance of world peace. 

All these words mean is that the head 
of the United States Government now 
agrees with the head of the Russian Gov­
ernment that the United States will 
make a gift to Russia of war materials, 
and they also agree now with each other 
that at some unknown time in the future 
they will again agree with each other 
on something they know nothing about 
at present. 
GIVE-AWAY IS BEING USED TO CREATE A WORLD 

SUPERSTATE 

Section VII of the master agreements 
shows how give-away is being used to 
destroy us as a nation and merge our ex­
istence with that of other countries, 
under some form of world superstate. 

Section VII provides that whatever 
the other terms of the ·final settlement 
may be, those terms shall not "burden 
the commerce between the two coun­
tries," they shall "promote mutually ad­
vantageous economic relations between 
them," and they shall also "pro-

mote • • • the betterment of 
world-wide economic relations." 

To accomplish each one of these three 
purposes the terms "shall include pro­
vision for agreed action by the United 
States of America and the Soviet Social­
ist Republics," such agreed action shall 
be "open to participation of all other 
countries of like mind," such agreed ac­
tion shall be "directed to expansion," 
which shall be "by appropriate interna­
tional and domestic measures of produc­
tion, employment, and the exchange and 
consumption of goods, which are the 
material foundations of the liberty and 
welfare of all peoples." 

Furthermore, the terms of whatever 
may or may not finally be agreed upon 
shall be "directed * * * to the elimi­
nation of all forms of discriminatory 
treatment in international commerce, 
and to the reduction of tariffs and other 
trade barriers." 

Finally the terms shall, in general, 
be directed "to the attainment of all the 
economic objectives set forth in the 
Atlantic Charter." 

If these provisions were made effective 
we would have free trade. Our workers 
would have to compete with the lowest 
paid workers of the give-away countries, 
and our standard of living would be 
lowered accordingly. 

In answer to a question by the gen­
tleman from South Dakota [Mr. MUNDT], 
member of the committee, as to how 
many other executive departments, be­
sides the State Department, have post­
war planning committees or groups 
studying the post-war world, Mr. Berle 
answered in effect that practically all 
Government departments and agencies 
have planning groups studying the post­
war situation and that practically all of 
them are in contact with the State De­
partment. 

On February 8 and 16 I discussed on 
the floor the program of the planning 
cult to create in this country an eco­
nomic and social order patterned after 
the totalitarian states of Europe. In 
both of those speeches I emphasized the 
great progress that this movement has 
already made and pointed out the dan­
gerous threat it presents to our country. 
I also pointed out that this scheme is 
not limited to the United States, but 
that it is being made global. 

In the 1942 Progress Report of the 
Planning Board, which report is approved 
by the President, we read: 

It is therefore assumed that after the war 
we shall make our international policy and 
international private interests conform to 
our desires for peace and the elevation of 
human dignity everywhere. 

Our foreign policy will have an important 
bearing upon our domestic employment pro­
gram when peace returns. Through an ex­
tension of lend-lease we shall certainly help 
feed the starving peoples of Europe. • • • 

After Europe's needs for food, clothing, and 
emergency medical care have been met 
• * • perhaps then our greatest oppor­
tunity to help others economically will be 
in Asia and in parts of North and South 
America. (P. 718, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.) 

Thus we see that the program of do­
mestic planning is tied in with that of in­
ternational planning. The same groups 

operate both programs. And just as this 
vast organization used, and is planning 
to use again as soon as the war is over on 
an ever-greater scale, the credit of the 
Government to abolish what is left of 
our free economy and replace it with a 
totalitarian state, so they are now us­
ing lend-lease to effectu~te profound 
changes in international relations and 
policies and establish some sort of ·world 
superstate. 

Apparently this superstate is to be 
headed by the United States, Great Brit­
ain, and Russia. 

We know nothing about the Latin­
American states, as those agreements are 
kept secret. 

The attempt of the administration in 
Washington to create a world superstate 
is recognized not only in the United 
States but has caused apprehension in 
England. The Washington Times­
Herald of March 6, 1943, carries a news 
item from London in which Col. Oliver 
Stanley, Colonial Secretary, addressing a 
large meeting at Oxford, is quoted as 
saying: · 

International cooperation in post-war re­
construction would be essential but did not 
mean international administration of the 
!British colonies. 

He said further: 
I am going to confess that I am even more 

interested in what Britain thinks of the 
British Empire than what the United States 
thinks of it. 

Indeed the statement of Prime Minis­
ter Churchill to the effect that he did 
not become Premier of England to pre­
side at the liquidation of the British Em­
pire was doubtless prompted by his 
recognition of the attempt to create a 
world superstate. 
GIVE-AWAY IS A DELUSION AND A SNARE AS AN 

AID TO PEACE 

Whether there will be peace following 
the war in the old sense of this term 
cannot be determined at this stage of the 
international cataclysm. Some sort of 
formal settlement, however, will likely 
take place. Transfers from nations to 
nations of ownership of and jurisdiction 
over large territorial areas will take 
place. As has always been the case in 
the past, the central thought in the mind 
of each group representing its particular 
nation in the settlement will be to secure 
for its own country as much territory 
and other advantages as possible from 
not only the vanquished but from its own 
allies as well. '!'hat is the law of post­
war settlements; I know of but one ex­
ception to this rule, namely, the United 
States at Versailles. 

When the victors gather around the 
settlement table after this war, the same 
spirit will prevail as has always pre­
vailed where the spoils of war were to 
be divided. Let no one fondly imagine 
that the countries now receiving lend­
lease largess are going to feel themselves 
indebted to the United States. 
GIVE-AWAY HAS INJURED, AND IS INJURING, OUR 

WAR EFFORT 

I recall that when the original lend­
lease bill was before this House 2 years 
ago, its ostensible purpose was to keep 
us out of war. Lend-lease was to give 
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us a vicarious war; under it we were to 
produce the artiCles of war, give them 
over to other nations and they would 
do the bleeding. We were told that they 
had plenty of men, that they did not need 
our soldiers. I think there were few 
in this Chamber so naive as to believe 
that we could long continue such an ar­
rangement and not involve ourselves in 
the war. It was and is unthinkable that 
some other nation will fight and bleed for 
us. Make no mistake, the nations fight­
ing this war are, each and every one, 
fighting for thems.elves; we are allies in 
that we fight a common foe. 

But no matter what may have been 
the stated purpose of and justification 
claimed for lend-lease before we entered 
the war, our entry into it altered so com­
pletely our position as to obviate every 
premise upon which the proponents of 
the scheme could possibly justify its con­
tinuance. 

On December 7, 1941, Japan suddenly 
and treacherously attacked us and we 
were plunged immediately into a deadly 
conflict with that nation. Thousands of 
our soldiers were killed on the very first 
day of the assault upon us, and it was 
clear within a few hours after the at­
tack that all of our forces in the Pacific, 
as well as our national interests in that 
region, were definitely in mortal peril. 
The greatest disaster our Nation had 
ever suffered from a foreign foe took 
place at Pearl Harbor. 

It can hardly be doubted that ·lend­
lease was hased, in some measure at least, 
on the assumption by the administra­
tion, and especially the Secretary of the 
Navy, Frank Knox, that the Pacific was 
wholly secure against Japanese attack, 
and that should Japan undertake to 
strike at us we would have sufficient 
strength available in the Pacific to sub­
due her within a few weeks or at most 
a few months. 

Simple logic forces upon us the con­
clusion that the administration believed 
we had war supplies in superfluity and 
could afford to give the excess away. I 
cannot believe that the administration 
would have advocated the giving away 
of our war supplies had it been aware 
of the Japanese strength and the piti­
fully inadequate supplies our own forces 
had in the Philippines and other Pacific 
outposts to meet a Japanese attack. In­
deed, Congress would certainly not have 
passed the original lend-lease bill had it 
been apprised of Japan's strength and 
our own weakness in tne Pacific. 

I cannot agree with Secretary Knox 
and others who still persist that we are 
fighting a vicarious war and base the 
need for lend-lease on the myth that 
others are fighting for us. 

It is dangerous business to predicate 
any part of our war policy on this fiction. 
To do so cannot possibly conserve man­
power, but it can frustrate the war effort 
and destroy the lives of our soldiers. 

Have not we already seen the fallacy of 
this proposition demonstrated in the 
false premise and hope that through 
lend-lease our people would supply the 
guns and other nations would do the 
fighting? · 

It is now common knowledge that 
when the Philippines were attacked our 

soldiers there were so handicapped in 
war supplies, both as to quantity and 
quality that they became easy prey to the 
attacking Japanese. Most of you have 
read of the bravery, the horrors, and suf­
fering of Manila, Bataan, and Corregi­
dor. The eyewitness accounts of men 
who escaped that hellhole are beyond 
belief. The despair and frustration of 
our poor, brave, bleeding, and starving 
boys when they finally :-ealized, after all 
they had suffered, that they were to 
receive no help, are positive proof of the 
wrong that was committed against them 
in lend-leJ.se. As General MacArthur so 
well said, no matter how ·:>rave, rr ~n can­
not fight today's wars with bare hands. 
"Give us planes, give us guns; not 65,000 
next year but 10 planes now,'' is what our 
boys were pleading then and what they 
have pleaded and are pleading now in 
Guadalcanal and New Guinea. How 
many lives, American lives, are being 
and have been sacrificed because of in­
adequate supplies and equipment? 

At the time our Philippine Islands 
were attacked, according to the Presi­
dent's lend-lease report of March ·11, 
1942, the authorities in Washington had 
allocated more than $11,000,000,000 for 
materials of war to be given away to 
other nations under lend-lease; more 
than $6,000,000,000 worth was obligated 
to be given away; and more than a bil­
lion dollars' worth of modern tanks, 
planes, guns, and so forth, had already ' 
been given away. 

You may say this is water over the 
dam-that we should look to the present 
and future and forget the past. Tnat 
is true, but it is no less true that past 
mistakes should guide us in our future 
policy. Japan is in almost complete 
control of the far Pacific and every day 
is consolidating her gains there. Be­
ing to realize that there is a limit on what 
possible for our forces to attempt any 
large-scale campaign against her and 
they have been forced to fight a defen­
sive warfare. 
· More and more we in America are com­
cause of lack of supplies, it has been im­
this Nation is able to produce. We are 
reaching the place where we are feeling 
the pinch of rationing. We are reaching 
the end of our manpower and shall 
shortly be compelled to curtail the size 
of our Army or cut down on production. 
Already the production of food is seri­
ously affected and likely to become worse 
instead of better. 

Under lend-lease American goods have 
been distributed over the whole earth. 
Forty-six nations are eligible to receive 
these gifts, though only a few of these 
nations are actually engaged in the war. 
We may shortly come to realize that 
goods intended as war aid have been 
scattered so widely and spread so thinly 
as to be ineffective anywhere. 

One more important point: The lavish 
giving away to people all over the earth 
of billions upon billions of dollars' worth 
of American goods under lend-lease has 
its ultimate source in the New Deal 
money delusion-the confusing of money 
with goods and production-the mistak-
1ng of figures on pieces of paper with the 
Government stamp on them as repre­
senting not only resources and capacity 

to produce but illimitable resources and 
capacity to produce . 

. Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Iowa. 
"[Mr. CUNNINGHAM]. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, 
I favor this bill for the same reasons 
I supported the original Lease-Lend Act. 
It is better to spend dollars in the "?rice 
of food and equipment sent to our Allies 
than to spend blood. The more ma­
terial aid we give the more lives we will 
save. There can be no comparison in 
value between money and our boys who 
are doing such a magnificent job on all 
fighting fronts.· 

Mr. Chairman, much has been said 
here today and yesterday about lend­
lease in reverse, but little has been said 
about what benefits have been derived 
from lend-lease in the WfiY of saving the 
1i ves· of our boys.. It is obvious to me 
that the more material and equipment 
and other aid that we give to our Allies 
the better they will be able to fight the 
er.emy and there will be that much less 
left for the American boys to do, there­
fore a consequent saving in the lives of 
our American boys. 

Mr. Chairman, I ho:t:e this bill will 
pass unanimously became of the re­
newed hope and confidence it will give 
our people in their Congress. It is ap­
parent that many of our people are con­
fused between what Congress is doing for 

· the war effort and what it is doing on 
domestic legislation. M~ny ·think that 
the differences of opinion on policies af­
fecting the home front extend, to the 
war effort. This is not true and any­
thing we do to dispel these fears will 
strengthen the morale of otir people and 
give renewed hope to t~e farmer who 
is doing so much to produce the neces­
sary food. 

Lastly, it is important that we be 
unanimous in this vote because of the 
confidence it will give our Allies. The 
United dtates never has double-crossed 
any nation and never will. 

Mr. EATON. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 
minutes to the gentleman from Wisconsin 
[M'r. MURRAY]. 

WILL THERE BE ANY FOOD FOR LEND-LEASE? 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. Mr. 
Chairman, since we are discussing lease­
lend and the appropriations incident to 
its continuation, I wish to call your at­
tention to the fact that if we do not 
correct some of our domestic procedures, 
we will not be in a position to furnish 
much food for lease-lend. We might do 
well to produce a sufficient amount of 
food to fulfill the needs of our armed 
forces and our own citizens. This is 
especially true when we haven't fed our­
selves for many years. You realize that 
for several years we have been on a food­
importing basis and the food imports 
have exceeded our exports. By 1940 we 
were importing twice as much food as we 
exported. Now we are called upon to 
provide food for lease-lend, as well as to 
fulfill other food commitments. 

Today I have particular reference to 
what is taking place this very moment in 
·connection with the canning industry. 

Representatives of the canning indus­
try, together with a policy group from the 
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Office of Price Administration, appeared 
before the House Agricultural Committee 
last week. After the hearings, a confer­
ence was arranged whereby the canning 
people, the 0. P. A., and the U. S. D. A., 
were to work out- their differences. I 
understand that up to this time the Office 
of Price Administration still wants to 
dominate the situation and that the dif­
Jerences have ·not been eliminated. 
-These differences were: · 

First. That the 0. P. A. and the De­
partment of Agriculture had been dila­
tory in not arriving at the prices they 
would pay for the canning pack of 1943. 
The canners had been told what they 
must pay for their produce but they were 
·not given any assurance as to what they 
·would obtain for their pack. 
· Second. The fact that the 0. P. A. in­
sisted on grade labeling. This has been 
a controversial question for 20 years. 
The canners showed where this innova­
tion at this time would hinder their pro­
duction. 

Third. That the canners must accept 
a subsidy program regardless of whether 
or not they are in favor of such a pro­
gram. 

For one thing, Mr. Chairman, there is 
no use trying to justify any procedure 
which leaves an industry, on March 9, 

·without contracts for acreage that should 
"have been signed up long ago. The food 
program for 1943 is being jeopardized. 
The 0. P. A. is, in tl;tis case, l;'endering 
what is one more example of its dis­
service to the war effort. 

- Secondly: the 0. P. A.'s requirements 
for grade labeling appear to be an abso­
lute violation of the letter of the law 
under which they operate. I quote Pub-

· lie Law 421, Seventy-seventh Congress, 
second session, H. R. 5990, chapter 26, 
section 2, subsection H: 

The powers granted in this section shall 
not be used or made to operate to compel 
changes in the business practices, cost prac­
tices, or methods, or means or aids to dis­
tribution, established in any industry, ex­
cept to prevent circumvention or evasion of 
any regulation, order, price schedule, or re­
quirement under this act. 

In public law, Seventy-seventh Con­
gress, second session, H. R. 7565, chapter 
578, to amend the Emergency Price 
Control Act of 1942, we find the following 
statement: 

That in the fiXing of maximum prices on 
products resulting from the processing of 

' agricultural commodities, including live­
stock, a generally fair and equitable margin 
shall be allowed for such processing. 

Is there any Member of this House 
who wants to stand up and say that the 
Office of Price Administration is justified 
in insisting on grade labeling in the light 
of this quotation from the law? If you 
cannot defend the 0. P. A. on this, I ask 
the majority at thiS time, why you do 
not curb this assumption of power? 
Whether grade labeling is desirable or 
not is a question that can be decided 
after the war. 

This is the third month of this session. 
We have the Smith committee to in­
vestigate the bureaus which do not seem 
to be following the law:. Here is a good 
opportunity for the Smith committee to 

· get the 0. P. A. under control before it 

ruins the chances of a maximum ·can­
ning pack in 1943. The time is short. 
We may not have time to bring in cor­
rective legislation from the great Bank­
ing and Currency Committee, from 
which this legislation emanated· but 
there is surely no reason why the Smith 
committee cannot get into action and 
get this situation straightened out right 
now. 

Again I want to ask the majority, how 
much longer are you going to let the 0. 
P. A. get away . with this kind of a pro­
cedure? Some of this 0. P. A. outfit 
still act as if they are more interested in 
making America over than they are in 
furnishing the maximum food produc­
tion which we need so much toaay. 
They evidently intend to carry out their 
objectives regardless of the effect they 
·may have on the canning pack of 1943. 
The Office of Price Administration and 
the United States Department of Agri­
culture both seem to insist that the 
canners must have a subsidy. As has 
been brought out before, there is some 
question as to the letter of the law in 
regard to these funds. There is no de­
nying that IllOSt Members of .Congress 
feel that the spirit · of the law has not 
been followed by these agencies. 

This is not the' time for double talk. 
Small business, and the canners are many 
small businesses, receive little comfort in 
reading what this department or that de­
partment, or this committee or that com­
mittee is doing for small business when 
they know full :well what the 0. P. A. is 
doing to small business. I think the time 
has come when we might well spend less 
time in telling about what is being done 
for small business and, instead, correct 
some of the things that are being done 
to small business, which is evident to ev­
ery one of qs here every day. 

Here is the story, then. An industry, 
an especially important industry as ·far 
as the f'Ood supply of 1943 is concerned, 
has to come to a committee of this House 
to present its case in an effort to prevent 
an outfit like the 0. P. A. from putting 
two things over on them, which are both 
questionable as far as the law itself is 
concerned. 

Mr. Edward N. Richmond, of San Jose, 
Calif.; Mr. Harry Cannon, of Bridgeville, 
Del.; and Mr. Fred A. Stare, of Columbus, 
Wis., who appeared before our committee 
during the hearings last week, are three 
of the most impressive citizens who have 
ever appeared before the Agricultural 
Committee. They made a splendid pres­
entation of their problem. They sound­
ed like real Americans trying to do a 
good job in an Ame::-ican way. They 
sounded like men who were sincere and 
gave every · indication of being men 
who were patriotic in their motives. They 
were pleading for an opportunity to pro­
vide the food to win this war. They were 
practical men with an evident compre­
hensive knowledge of the canning indus­
try. Representatives from their districts 
can provide you with information as to 
their standing in their various States. I 
had never seen any of them before, but 
I want to frankly say that they impressed 
me as being men of very high business 
standing. My .interest is not only in the 
canning business. My interest is also in 

the farmers who produce this food and in 
providing the necessary food to win this 
war. 

In calling the attention of the majority 
to this situation at this time, I repeat, 
"the. time is short." Plantings and seed­
ings are soon to take place. If the ma­
jority does not remove the bottleneck, 
which is largely the 0. P. A., they must 
assume the responsibility for this bun­
gling. They must assume the responsi­
bility of not allowing one of the largest 
food industries in our country the oppor­
tunity of producing food for war, lease­
lend, and the consumers of our Nation. 
it is your responsibility and the question 
is, once more, What are you going to do 
about it? 
· This afternoon the gentlewoman from 
Massachusetts [Mrs. RoGERS] and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
HERTER] have evidenced a very keen in­
terest in the matter of food production. 
I can well understand why they should 
do so. You will find in the Appendix of 
the RECORD tomorrow statistics regard­
ing the food production and consump­
tion of each State. Looking over the list 
this morning, I noticed that the State of 
Massachusetts produces seventy -five one~ 
hundredths of 1 percent of the total 
amount of food produced in the United 
States and her population is over 3 per­
cent of the total population of the United 
·States. In other words, she produces 
about one-fourth the food she consumes. 
Therefore, the people of a State like Mas­
sachusetts, as dependent as it is upon 
food from the outside, should certainly be 
interested in the matter of food produc­
-tion for themselves as well as for lease­
lend purposes and the other commit­
ments for food that we have made in 
other parts of the world. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I yield 
to the gentlewoman from Massachusetts. 

Mrs. ROGERS of Massachusetts. I 
was very much interested in hearing the. 
gentleman's remarks. I may say to the 
gentleman that I represent the County 

· of Middlesex, the largest agricultural <Us~· 
· trict in the State of Massachusetts, pro­
ducing perishable products, dairy prod~ 
ucts, and so forth. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I thank 
the gentlewoman. 

I do not say this with feeling against 
any single person on this issue, but I saY 
this to our majority leader, the gentle~ 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. McCoR~ 
MACK], because time is short. This is 

· the fifth year I have been a Member of 
Congress, and I know better than he may 
think I do how much power the gentle­
man has. I know he can straighten out 

· this matter inside of 24 hours. I have 
that much confidence in the distin­
guished gentleman from Massachusetts. 
I think the chairman of the Committee 
on Agriculture, the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. FuLMER], would 
gladly be of assistance in straightening 
out this situation. He well knows how 
necessary it is to have it attended to very 
expeditiously, not only for the benefit of 
our lease-lend program and our other 
food commitments and to feed the people 
of the United States. 
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Mr. McCORMACK. I feel highly com­

plimented that the gentleman has ex­
pressed himself the way he has, but I 
am frank to say that I cannot ple>ad 
guilty to the compliment. I may say, 
however, that, without entering into the 
broad question the gentleman has dis­
cussed today but looking at it from a 
broader angle, I consider the produc­
tion of food to be one of the primary es­
sentials in the conduct and ·the winning 
of the war. Men cannot fight unless 
they have food. They cannot work un­
less they have food. We must keep in 
mind the fact that our first job is to wiq 
the war, but within that over-all pic­
ture I think the production of food is 
of primary importance. 

While I am just a layman, coming 
from a nonagricultural district, I am 
conscious of the fact that the people are 
not going to eat unless food is produced, 
and food is not going to be produced 
unless there are on the farms men 
trained in the art and science of farming. 

I have listened to the remarks of the 
gentleman and others, and I will do 
everything within my power, without 
making any definite commitment as to 
any particular thing, which would be 
unwise, not to help the farmer but to 
help the farmer do what he wants to 
do in the way of producing the food so 
essential to the winning of the war. 

In relation to the gentleman's obser­
vation today, I shall be very glad to send 
his remarks . as they will appear in the 
REcoRD. tomorrow to Senator Brown, the 
Administrator in the Office of Price Ad­
ministration, and ask him to give special 
consideration and attention to the re­
marks the gentleman has just made. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I thank 
the gentleman .from Massachusetts. I 
realize that Senator Brown has done 
much to cure. the ills in the Office of 
Price Administration. No man can ex­
pect any· individual to take as · many 
people who were as "haywire" as they 
were and get them on a basis of sanity 

• in a minute. You must give the gen­
tleman time. The only reason I call 
on the gentleman from Massachusetts 
at this time is that Mr. Brown is a busy 
man. He may not realize the serious­
ness of this situation. I have confidence 
that he will try to iron these things out 
as we go along. This is something that 
must be ironed out right now. If the 
Committee on Agriculture had carried 
enough water around here they would 
have had this solved themselves with­
out additional help, but evidently we 
have not up to this time anyway. I can­
not say more than present the picture 
to the majority and ask them to do the 
operating .for us; I cannot say less and 
live up to my obligation to the food pro­
gram of 1943. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Let me ask this 
question for the RECORD. Has the Agri­
culture Department taken any position 
on the matter that the gentleman has 
discussed today? 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I do not 
like to make only hearsay statements. 
Most of my information is hearsay, be­
cause I am not in the majority. As I 

. understand it, the Agriculture Depart­
ment and the C. C. C. are in a position 
where they see the seriousness of it and 

are trying to correct it, but that the 
0. P. A. is more interested in making 
America over than in producing food. 

Mr. McCORMACK. ·As I understand 
it, the gentleman has in mind the Com­
modity Credit Corporation. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. No; as 
I have heard it, the C. C. C. and Depart­
ment of Agriculture are ready for ac­
tion but the 0. P. A. is holding up the 
program. 

Mr. McCORMACK. I wanted to get 
whatever information the gentleman has 
in the RECORD, as to the position of the 
Agriculture Department. 

Mr. MURRAY of Wisconsin. I am 
sure that the chairman of the Agricul­
ture Committee would be able to do 
that. He will give you the attitude 
of the Agriculture Department. He is 
thoroughly familiar with this situation. 
As far as food is concerned, if we do not 
get action on some of these domestic 
problems, we will not be listening to ar­
guments as to whether lease-lend is a 
one-way street or a two-way street. 
There will not be any food going down 
·either street. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Wisconsin has expired. 
All time has expired, .and the Clerk will 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That subsection (c) of 

section 3 of an act to promote the defense 
of the United States, approved March 11, 
1941, is amended by striking out "June 30, 
1943" · wherever it appears therein and in­
serting in lieu thereof. "June 30, 1944"; by 
striking out "July 1, 1946" and inserting in 
lieu thereof "July 1, 1947"; and by striking 
out "July 1, 1943" and inserting in .lieu 
thereof "July 1, 1944"; and subsection (b) 
of section 6 of such act is amended by 
striking out "June 30, 1946" and inserting 
in lieu thereo~ "June 30, 1947". 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Chairman, I move 
that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the Committee rose; and 

the Speaker having resumed the chair, 
Mr. GoRE, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union, reported that that committee had 
had under consideration the bill H. R. 
1501, and had directed him to report the 
same back to the House, and that it had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that I be permitted 
to extend my remarks in the RECORD and 
include an article from the New York 
Times. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

· Mr. BLOOM. Also, Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Florida [Mr. HENDRICKS] have per­
mission to extend his remarks and insert 
an editorial. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. COSTELLO. Mr. Speaker, yester­

day I asked unanimous consent to extend 
my remarks and include an editorial. I 
am informed by the Public Printer that 
it will cost $112.50. Nevertheless I ask 
that the matter lle extended in the 
RECORD, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MANASCO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my own 
remarks in the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend in the Ap­
pendix of the RECORD an open letter to 
the gentleman from Michigan, Mr. 
CLARE HOFFMAN, and I also ask unani• 
mous consent that Mr. HoFFMAN be al­
lowed, following this letter, to submit his 
answer thereto. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. MORRISON of Louisiana. Mr. 

Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ex­
tend my remarks and include a state­
men·ii from the Louisiana League of Clean 
·Government. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. PAGAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent to extend my re­
marks in the RECORD and include a news_. 
paper release. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

SMALL BUSINESS 

The SPEAKER. Pursuant to the pro .. 
visions of House Resolution 75, Sev­
enty-eighth Congress, the Chair appoints 

~ as a member of the Select Committee to 
Conduct a Study and Investigation of 

·the Problem of Small Business the gen­
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. KEFAUVER] 
to fill the existing vacancy thereon. 

RESIGNATION FROM A COMMITTEE 

The SPEAKER laid before the House 
·the following resignation from a com .. 
mittee which was read: 

Hon. SAM RAYBURN, 
MARCH 8, !94~. 

Speaker, House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C. 

MY DEAR MR. SPEAKER: It is with sincere 
· regret that I tender my resignation as a 
member of the Select Committee to Conduct 

· a Study and Investigation of National Defense 
Program in Its Relation to Small Business 1n 
the United States. 

I am resigning from this committee due 
to the fact that my time is taken up with 
other official duties. 

With best regards, I remain 
Sincerely yours, 

A. L. BULWINKLE. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
the resignation will be accepted. 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani­
mous consent to extend my remarks at 
this point and include an article from 
the Labor News, dated March 5, entitled 
"Hobbs Bill Dangerous" by Albert Baker 
Lewis. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
The matter referred to follows: 

.HOBBS BILL DANGEROUs--WOULD MAKJI 
REQUESTS FOR HIGHER WAGES A CRIME 

(By Alfred Baker Lewis, American Federation 
of Teachers, Local 189) 

A bill that carries extreme dangers for the 
workers is the Hobbs bill now before Con­
gresa to make organized labor subject to the 
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so-called antiracketeering statute. The bill 
is particularly dangerous because it seems 
reasonable enough that labor should not be 
permitted to racketeer and to persons who 
do not know the facts that seems all that the 
Hobbs bill would do. But the wording of the 
antiracketeering statute is so wide that ac­
tually demands for increased wages, if the 
employer feared or testified that he feared, 
that there might be a ::;trike if he refused to 
concede them, could be made subject to 10 
years' imprisonment. 

A CRUEL JOKER 

For the antiracketeering statute reads that 
anyone who in connection with interstate 
commerce "obtains or attempts to obtain by 
the use or attempts to use or threats to use 
force, violence or coercion, the payment of 
money or other valuable considerations," is 
guilty of violation of the law and may be 
subject to 10 years in jail, or $10,000 fine, or 
both. 

If you read that carefully you will see the 
joker in it from the point of view of labor and 
of anyone who wants organized labor to Keep 
the right to function at all. For the statute 
says that anyone who threatens to use coer­
cion to obtain the payment of money is guilty. 
Higher wages of course constitute the pay­
ment of money. Unless the employer takes 
the initiative in offering increased wages you 
have to put some pressure on him and that 
is coercion. 

If the employer says he was afraid of a 
strike and if a strike might interfere with 
his business or his profits, and all strikes do 
that to some ex.tent, then there is coercion. 
If there was merely the possibility of a strike 
lurking in the background or present in the 
employers' thoughts and consideration as a 
possible penalty for failure to reach some 
agreement through the process of collective 
bargaining, then there is the threat of coer­
cion. 

WOULD BE GUILTY OF COERCION 

Thus the union official or the union mem­
bers who acted on the collective-bargaining 
committee or who called or participated in a 
strike, or who the employer thought would 
call or participate in a strike, would be guilty 
of coercion or threat to use coercion to obtain 
money, that is higher pay. Nor would a 
strike or collective bargaining in which the 
possibility of a strike was in the background 
be legal merely because it was not over the 
question of higher pay. For the phrase "other 
valuable considerations," takes care of that. 

Thus organized labor could not function 
at all. 

It is not too much to say that 1s the pur­
pose of some backers of the bill, both in 
Congress and out. They are relying upon the 
antilabor feeling which has been worked up 
by men like Westbrook Pegler and Captain 
Rickenbacker to destroy labor organizations. 

' EQUITY AND THE POSTAL SERVICE 

Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unani­
mous consent to address the House for 
10 minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. LANE. Mr. Speaker, it has long 

been recognized by all legislators who 
·are concerned with the matter that a 
.gross inequity exists in the rate of com­
pensation granted to all postal em-
ployees. This is manifest in the nu­
merous makeshift attempts since 1920 to 
remedy the unfair situation. They have 
been makeshift because they were appli­
cable in almost all instances to what 
might be termed individual cases where 
the inequity was so glaring and apparent 
that some attempt had to be made to 
remedy the flaw. As a result we have 
had, ovez: the last scqre of years or more, 

various acts of Congress which first re­
adjusted the salaries of fourth-class 
postmasters, foremen, and so forth-act 
of July 21, 1921; second, which author­
ized a 10-percent extra pay for night 
work-act of May 24, 1928; third, which 
authorized employment of . postal em­
ployees in a dual capacity, if total com­
pensation does not exceed $2,000-act of 
March 1, 1929-this limitation has since 
been removed, and so forth. I am not 
criticizing these acts for what they ac­
complished, for, as I have said, they 
remedied, or attempted to remedy, single 
cases of inequity. I am rather criticiz­
ing them for what they failed to accom­
plish; namely, the correction of the 
greater inequity which covers the whole 
range of the postal system. We have 
applied a little oil here and there when 
a persistent knocking demanded that 
we do so. But we have not attended to 
the well-being of the whole machine, so 
to speak. Because the smooth-func­
tioning and well-integrated machine 
which is our Postal Service has operated 
most efficiently and with a quiet steady 
performance these many years, we have 
taken it for granted that it is a timeless 
machine, something our observation 
should have demonstrated as nonexist­
ent in this world. 

It is true that the Postal Service has 
been the principal cause of this miscon­
ception. The ceaseless and careful per­
formance of the service has been so per­
sistent that we take it for granted. Their 
amazing fulfillment of the slogan, we 
mig:!.lt almost call it a vow, that "neither 
rain, nor snow, nor heat, nor gloom of 
night stays these couriers in the swift 
completion of their appointed rounds," 
their amazing fulfillment of this slo­
gan, I repeat, has blinded us to the mag­
nitude of the task they so set for them­
selves. I might almost hesitate to call 
attention to what seems so obvious if it 
were not for the fact that we do not seem 
to observe it. But it is an extremely dif­
ficult thing for man to fully realize the 
significance of what is an everyday oc­
currence. And this is why I say that the 
Postal Service has contributed to our 
misconception that it is a timeless ma­
chine, never in need of repair, adjust­
ment, or even attention. For the un­
deviating devotion and the unceasing 
service of all employees of our Postal 
System has become something that every 
American accepts, but rarely appreciates. 

I would like to call attention to the 
words of the act of February 28, 1925: 

An act reclassifying the salaries of post­
masters and employees of the Postal Service, 
readjusting their salaries and compensation 
on an equitable basis. 

This was 18 years ago, and I might 
venture to say without fear of contradic­
tion that even then the readjustment 
was not fully equitable. But that is an 
old skeleton in the closet. We are not 
now concerned with the grim relics of 
the past. But in the grimmer days of 
1932 and 1933 there came into being 
other skeletons, these with chains, which 
have eontinued to haunt the peace and 
security of all employees of the Postal 
Service. The first of these acts, which 
were anything but specters, was an 
emergency measure which provided that 

employees should be furloughed without 
pay for 1 calendar month, an act which 
definitely placed po::;tal workers on an 
emergency level, where, incidentally, 
they have remained ever since. The act 
of 1933, which superseded without com­
pensating for the fermer act, resulted 
in a wage reduction of 15 percent levied 
against postal employees. Another 9-
day payless furlough followed there­
after. 

Now these reductions were based on a 
cost-of-living index, and as the Nation 
gradually revived, the reductions were 
gradually revoked, always subsequent to 
an improvement of the cost-of-living in­
dex. But this unwelcome companion 
who had dragged down the faithful serv­
ants of the Nation, without dragging 
down the effectiveness of their operation, 
left them behind in his ever-increasing 
prosperity. Like the proverbial faithless 
friend, if such this vague criterion can 
be called, the same cost-of-living index 
no longer had need nor heed for his com­
panion of the darker days as he bulged 
and grew fat in the days that followed. 
Postal employees are probably accus­
tomed to say, in that ironic remark, "I 
knew hin_ when." And so, if we still have 
an unpleasant memory of the early days 
of the last decade, the Postal Service has 
the grim and mocking cry of "emer­
gency" ever ringing in its ears. 

But once again the word "equitable" is 
revived, as the realization of the inequity 
of the present situation is forced on us. 
A friend of the Postal Service, the Hon­
orable Congr·essman from Michigan [Mr. 
O'BRIEN] has introduced a bill, H. R. 
1366, which is designed k amend the 
act of 1925 to provide compensation at 
the rate of $300 per annum in addition 
to the regular compensation as prescribed 
by that act, as amended. An identical 
bill, introduced by the distinguished Sen­
ator from New York [Mr. MEAD] has been 
favorably reported by the Senate Com­
mittee on Post Offices and Post Roads; 
this latter bill has, as reported, added 
that such compensation be provided also 
to custodial employees, the men who work 
side by ~ide and just as faithfully as all 
other employees. These gentlemen are 
taking positive steps to correct the in­
equitable situation. 

Now I have made several references to 
the word "equitable." Simply defined, 
this word means just or fair. But I will 
make no attempt here to pass on the 
equity or justice of the present measure 
as stated. In the first place it is ex­
tremely difficult, next to impossible, .to 
state what is a just compensation for 
members of the Postal Service. If we 
attempted to make a definitive ap­
praisal on the basis of the service they 
render, the result might shock the un­
observant. And further we must accept 
the fact that not by money alone can we 
measure the service they render. But 
more practicably, I would make no such 
attempt because it is not demanded or 
even desired by these men themselves. 
They are cont<mt with the present pro­
visions, not because it would bt a bonus 
which th~y can use, but because it is a 
minim-:.:tm necessity which they must 
hav8. They are probably more fully 
aware of the trials of the Nation at the 
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present time and the need for sacrifice 
on everybody's part than many of us. 
They do, after all, bring the bills, they do 
bear the bad news and share it too, all 
along the route. They know that Jimmy 
is in the Solomons and Bob is in north 
Africa. And they meet the demand for 
sacrifice directly every day in the ever..: 
increasing demands placed on the effi­
ciency and rapidity of their service. They 
recognize it in many other ways, too 
poignant to mention in passing, which 
have encompassed all of us today. If 
sacrifice is called for they can point with 
pride to the many sacrifices of the past, 
in addition to their sacrifices of the 
present. _ 

But one thing is not called for and that 
is inequity; one thing is not demanded 
and that is the endurance of injustice. 
As quick as we all are to recognize the 
need for sacrifice, just as quick should 
we be to recognize that too great de­
mands for sacrifice should not be placed 
on any one shoulder. I will not say that 
the ' Postal Service would fail or even 
stagger under the present and persisting 
burden which they continue to bear, for 
I have seen too often in the past their 
continuing e1Iorts and constant devotion. 
But I do say that we should not continue 
to demand that their efforts and devo­
tion be penalized, that we should not con­
tinue to permit inequity to parade in the 
cloak of sacrifice. . 

There seems every reason to believe 
that we will soon correct this incongru­
ous situation, that we will quickly pass 
the proposed measure which has had so 
many voices of approval, and, to my 
knowledge, none of dissent. 

But until we do, I feel incumbent to 
continue to insist that we do. And I 
think my friends in the Postal Service 
will recognize the need for this. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen­
tleman from Massachusetts has expired. 

CALENDAR WEDNESDAY 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that business in 
order on Calendar Wednesday may be 
dispensed with tomorrow. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, it 
is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
WILL TO WIN THE WAR 

Mr. RAMEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to proceed for 1 
minute. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 
ft is so ordered. 

There was no objection. 
Mr. RAMEY. Mr. Speaker, Dr. H. G. 

Wells, in the Star on Sunday, said the 
trouble is we are using slogans instead 
of really thinking. Before coming to 
the House, I heard such terms as "inter­
ventionist," and "isolationist." I had 
never been to the Capital City before. 
Since arriving here I am glad to learn 
that both of those words are slogans; 
not the result of thinking. I have found 
different techniques. One may have a 
superiority of technique, but I have 
found every Member interested in one 
thing-just winning the war. I have 
seen emotional disturbances where one 
man misunderstood another. I have 
seen folks called -Republicans and folks 

called Democrats, but all with one com­
mon thought. I believe we are thinking 
clearly. That is why the lease-lend bill 
will pass practically unanimously. I 
just wanted to make this brief state­
ment, because sometimes folks misun­
derstand each other and there are words 
said in this melting pot; but those slo­
gans should not disturb us. We are 
united in one purpose. 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gen­
tleman from Ohio has expired. 

BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. KLEIN, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that com­
mittee did on this day present to the 
President, for his approval, a bill of the 
House of the following title: 

H. R. 839. An act to amend the act approved 
May 27, 1937 (ch. 269, 50 Stat. 208), by pro­
viding substitute and additional authority 
for the prevention of speculation in lands of 
the Columbia Basin project, and substitute 
and additional authority related to the set­
tlement and development of the project, and 
for other purposes. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. BLOOM. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accordingly 
<at 5 o'clock and 45 minutes p. m.) 
the House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, March 10, 1943, at 12 o'clock 
noon. 

COMMITTEE HEARINGS 

COMMITTEE ON THE MERCHANT MARINE AND 
FisHERIES 

You are hereby advised that the hear­
ing on H. R. 134, to provide for the sus­
pension, during the war, of operating­
differential subsidy agreements, and 
attendant benefits, under title VI of the 
Merchant Marine Act, 1936, as amended, 
and for other purposes, which was pre­
viously scheduled for Thursday, March 4, 
1943, has been postponed until Thursday, 
March 11, 1943, at 10 a. m. 

The committee will also hold a public 
hearing on Thursday, March 18, 1943, at 
10 a. m., on H. R. 1361 <Mr. LANE) and 
H. R. 1409 (Mr. FOGARTY), conferring 
upon men in the merchant marine the 
same rights, privileges, and benefits ac­
cruing to those serving in the armed 
forces, and on H. R. 1858, to confer the 
same rights, privileges, and benefits upon 
members of the United States merchant 
marine who served during the World 
War as are conferred upon members of 
the armed forces of the United States 
who served during such war. 

The committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries will hold a public hearing 
on Thursday, April 1, 1943, at 10 a. m., 
on S. 163 <H. R. 498) to amend section 
511 of the Merchant Marine Act, 1936, 
as amended, relating to ship-construc­
tion reserve funds, and for other pur­
poses. 

The Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries will hold a public heating 
on Thursday, Ap1il 8, 1943, at 10 a. m., 
on H. R. 1766, to transfer to the Depart­
ment of Agriculture certain functions of 
the Fish and Wildlife Service relating to 
the fisheries industry. 

COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 
COMMERCE 

There will be a meeting of the Com­
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Com­
merce at 10 a. m., Tuesday, March 16, 
1943. 

Business to be considered: Public 
hearing on H. R. 149. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

238. A letter from the Secretary of War, 
transmitting a draft of a proposed bill to 
amend the Nationality Act of 1940; to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza­
tion. 

239. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Navy, transmitting a draft of a proposed bill 
to amend the act of March 3, 1909, as amended 
by the act of January 23, 1942, providing for 
the sale of naval stores, in order to authorize 
the Secretary. of the Navy to permit the sale 
of naval stores in the continental United 
States during the war and 6 months there­
after to civilian officers and employees of the 
United States, and to other persons, at sta­
tions where purchase from private agencies 
is found to be impracticable; to the Commit­
tee on Naval Affairs. 

240. A let ter from the Director, Adminls• 
trative Office of the United States Courts, 
transmitting tables of bankruptcy statistics 
with reference to bankruptcy cases com­
menced and terminated in the United States 
district courts during the fiscal year ending 
June 30, 1942, prepared in accordance with _ 
section 53 of the Bankruptcy Act; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIO 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS . 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. RANDOLPH: Committee on the District 
of Columbia. H. R. 2070. A bill to effectuate 
the intent of the Congress as expressed in 
section 1, paragraph (k) of Public Law 846, 
Seventy-seventh Congress, approved Decem• 
ber 24, 1942, by adding to the list of institu­
tions named in said paragraph the name of 
the American Tree Association, an institu .. 
tion similar to the institutions so named; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 231). Re­
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RANDOLPH: Committee on the Dis• 
trtct of Columbia. H. R. 2115. A bill to 
amend the District of Columbia Unemploy­
ment Compensation Act to provide for un­
employment compensation in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes; without 
amendment (Rept. No. 232). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. RANDOLPH: Committee on the Dis­
trict of Columbia. House Joint Resolution 
37. Joint resolution relating to the provi­
sion of butter for the patients of St. Eliza­
beths Hospital; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 233). Referred to the Commitee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RANKIN: Committee on World War 
Vete!"ans' Legislation. S. 786. An act to 
amend title I of Public Law No. 2, Seventy­
third Congress, March 20, 1933, and the Vet­
erans Regulations to provide for rehabilita­
tion of disabled veterans, and for other pur­
poses; without amendment (Rept. No. 234). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. RANKIN: Committee on World War 
Veterans' Legislation. H. R. 2023.- A bill to 
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amend section 301, World War Veterans' Act, 
1924, as amended, to authorize renewal of 
expiring 5-year level premium term policies 
of those in active .military or naval service 
and certain others outside the continental 
limits of the United States, and for other 
purposes; without amendment (Rept. No. 
235) . Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. SCANLON: Committee on Immigra­
tion and Naturalization. H. R. 480. A bill 
for the relief of Francesco P. Mastrilli; with­
out amendment (Rept. No. 230). Referred 
to the Committee of the Whole House. 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

·Under clause 3 of rule XXII, public 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ELLSWORTH: 
H. R. 2121. A bill relating to the computa­

tion of retirement pay of personnel of · the 
Lighthouse Service, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

H. R. 2'122. A bill to provide for a uniform 
method of payments to the several States on 

·account of certain lands of the United States; 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: 
·H. R. 2123. A bill to amend the Social Se­

curity Act, as amended, so as to provide for 
certain aid to Indians; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SMITH of Virginia: 
H. R. 2124. A bill to further expedite the . 

national defense by providing for the in­
vestigat!on and mediation of labor disputes 
in connection therewith, to diminish the 
cam:es of labor disputes affecting the national 
defense, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Labor. · 

By Mr. REES of Kansas: 
H. R. 2125. A bill to provide for the refund 

of all penalties paid with respect to the 1941 
and 1942 crops of wheat; to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FULMER: 
H. Con. Res. 12. Concurrent resolution to 

express the :sense of the Congress with respect 
to the importance of farmers to the effective 
prosecution of the war, and for other pur­
po::es; to the Committee on Agriculture. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CHURCH: 
H. R. 2126. A bill for the relief of David 

Cowan; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. CRAVENS: 

H . R. 2127. A bill for the relief of Walter E. 
Womble, Sr.; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. BUCKLEY: 
H. R. 2128. A bill for the relief of J. Aron 

& Co., Inc.; to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. ELLSWORTH: 

H. R. 2129. A bill authorizing the Comp­
troller General of the United States to con­
sider the claim of Lew 0. Calhoun; to the 
Committee on Claims. 

H. R. 2130. A bill for the relief of Christine 
Lund; to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ELLIS: 
·H. R. 2131. A bill for the relief of Henry 

Angell; to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. MURDOCK: 
H. R. 2132. A bill for the relief of Walter C. 

Smith; to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. REECE of Tennessee: 

H. R. 2133. A bill for the relief of William 
Taft {deceased); to the Committee on Mili­
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. SADOWSKI: 
H. R. 2134. A bill for the relief of Paul 

Szeliga; to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

By Mr. STEWART: 
H. R. 2135. A bill for the relief of Albert 

D. Castleberry; to the Committee on Mili­
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. SNYDER: 
H. R. 2136. A bill granting an increase of 

pension to Margaret C. Mills; to the Com­
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZIMMERMAN: 
H. R. 2137. A bill for the relief of William 

A. Roberts, father of David Ernest Roberts, 
deceased; to the Committee on Claims. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
and referred as follows: 

236. By Mr. MUNDT: Petition of the South 
Dakota State Legislature, memorializing the 
President and Congress to revise the Federal 
laws and regulations relating to Indian af­
fairs; to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

237. Also, petition of the South Dakota 
State Legislature, memorializing Congress to 
relieve persons in active military service of 
the United States from payment of income 
taxes or gross income taxes on their com­
pensation received from the Government for 
such service; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

238. Also, petition of the South Dakota 
State Legislature, memorializing the Congre:ss 
of the United States with respect to the 
safeguarding of livestock sanitary welfare and 
the livestock industry of the Nation; to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

239. Also, petition of the South Dakota 
State Legislature, memorializing the Congress 
of the United States to oppose any modifica­
tion of sanitary pacts against the importation 
of meats from countries known to be infected 
by hoof-and-mouth disease; to the Commit­
tee on Agriculture. 

240. By Mr. SCHWABE: Memorial of the 
Sixty-second General Assembly of the House 
of Representatives of the State of Missouri to 
the Congress of the United States, memorial­
izing the Congress of the United States to 
amend the Federal Social Security Act to the 
effect that any citizen in any county in any 
State thus organized under the Federal Social 
Security Act may be informed upon request 
made to his local social security board of the 
names of any recipients in any branch of the 
Social Security Department and the respec~ 
tive amounts of money each is receiving, or 
has received during the past year, and to lib­
eralize the Social Security Act so as to remove 
the many limitations and conditions placed 
upon the States before they may obtain Fed­
eral funds, also to allow the States and local 
boards to exercise greater authority in the 
administration and payment of assistance to 
the needy; to the Committee on Ways and 
Means. 

241. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the gen­
eral secretary of the Anti-Saloon League of 
America, petitioning consideration of their 
resolution with reference to the sale of in­
toxicants to men and women in service 
uniforms; to the Committe.e on Military 
Affairs. 

242. By Mr. ANGELL: House Joint Memo­
rial No. 5 of the Oregon State Legislature, 
asking the Congress to defeat Senate bill 246 
and House bills 1012 and 1115; to the Com­
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

SENATE 
WEDNESDAY, MARCH 10, 1943 

(Legislative day of Tuesday, March 9, 
1943) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock noon, on 
the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Frederick Brown 
Harris, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Our Father God, on this holy day in 
the Christian year we fain would join 
the vast company of pilgrims around the 
world who reverently pass through the 
portals of Lent. Whate'er our name or 
sign, we, too, would follow the wounded 
feet of that Master of men who has in­
vaded more realms, conquered more lives, 
taken possession of more hearts, swayed 
more wills than has any other figure 
across the long centuries. We, too, 
would gaze at that one Face set stead­
fastly against cushioned ease and cow­
ardly compromise and which has become 
forever the living symbol of the might 
and majesty of meekness and of ideals 
and principles worth dying for. 

For these weeks ahead leading to the 
gloom of Calvary and the glow of Easter, 
in the midst of our crowded and complex 
modern life, may we find some quiet 
cloister of the spirit, may we still the 
tumult a little, so that, opening long shut 
doors to the Unseen and Eternal, we may 
hear His voice. Coming to these days 
of the Passion with the sackcloth and 
ashes of penitence, may we enter with 
sincerity that we may come out with 
strength and joy. Amen. 

THE JOURNAL 

On request of Mr. BARKLEY, and by 
unanimous consent, the reading of the 
Journal of the proceedings of the calen­
dar day Tuesday, March 9, 1943, was dis- · 
pensed with, ·and the Journal was ap­
proved. 
REPORT OF PRESIDENT'S COMMITTEE ON 

DEFERMENT OF FEDERAL EMPLOYEES 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the 
Senate the following communication 
from the President of the United States, 
which was read, and, wlth the accom­
panying papers, referred to the Commit­
tee on Military Affairs: 

THE WHITE HOUSE, 
WASHINGTON, March 10, 1943. 

MY DEAR MR. VICE PRESIDENT: On De­
cember 15, 1942, I appointed a committee 
consisting of Mr. Paul Bellamy, chair­
man, Mr. Ordway Tead, and Mr. Eric 
Johnston for the purpose of making an 
independent study and recommendations 
to me on the question of deferments of 
Federal employees from induction in the 
military service. 

This committee, after applying itself 
industriously to its task for more than 2 
months, has now presented its report. 
For the information of the Senate, I am 
transmitting herewith a copy of this re­
port and of the Executive order which I 
have signed giving effect to the commit­
tee's recommendations. 

Very sincerely yours, 
FRAN"J:{LIN D. ROOSEVELT. 

Hon. HENRY A. WALLACE, 
President ot the Senate, 

Washington, D. c. 


		Superintendent of Documents
	2017-07-18T12:08:16-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




